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Jones & ene, Jennie, Ark., vs. St. L. 
I. M. & S. et al. Lumber. No. 9480; 
p. 878. 

ay ta Isaac, Iron Co., Cincinnati, vs. 

B. By A. et al. Scrap iron. No. 
e431; 282. 

Joseph, i ot Iron Co., Cincinnati, vs. 
C. 'O. & T. P. and Cc. & O. Scrap 
mo No. 9414; p. 228. 

Joseph, Isaac, Iron Co., Cincinnati, O., 
vs. C. NN. O. & T. P. Ry. et al. Scrap 
iron. No. 9441; p. 282. 

Joseph, Isaac, Iron Co. vs. Cornwall & 
ie al. Scrap iron. No. 9619; p. 

Joseph, Isaac, Iron Co., of Cincinnati, 
O., vs. Cornwall & L. et al. Scrap 
iron. No. 9638; p. 1077. 


anees City Hay Dealers’ Assn. vs. C. 
W. et al. Hay. No. 9542; p. 644. 
mR City Hay Dealers’ Assn. vs. C. 
R. I. & P. Hay. No. 9543; p. 644. 
Kansas City Hay Dealers’ Assn. vs. C. 
B. & Q. et al. Hay. No. 9643; p. 


1140. 

Kansas Public Utilities Commission vs. 
Abilene & Southern et al. Apples. 
No. 9658; p. 1140. 

Kaufman, David, & Sone Co., Elizabeth- 
port, N. J., vs. C. R. R. of N. J. and 
P. & R. Roll scale. No. 9556; p. 700. 

Kaufman, David, & Sons Co. vs. Central 
R. R. of New Jersey et al. Scrap iron. 
No. 9534; p. 642. 

Kaw River Sand & Material Co.. The, 
Turner, Mo., vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. 
et al. ‘Sand. No. 9718, p. 1478. 

Kelly-Springfield Tire Co., Akron, O., 
vs. A. C. & Y. et al. Rubber tires. 
No. 9350, Sub. No. 2; p. 170. 

Kelly- -Springfield Tire Co., Akron, O., 
vs. Akron, Canton & Youngstown Ry. 
et al. Rubber tires. No. 9579, Sub. 
No. 1; p. 1019. 

Kentucky Lumber Co., Inc., Lexington, 
Ky., vs. St. Louis-San Francisco Ry. 
Co. et al. Lumber. No. 9722, p. 1478. 


Kerr Bleaching & Finishing - Works, 
Concord, N. C., vs. Old Dominion §S. S. 
Co. et al. Tale. No. 9473; p. 378. 

Kerr Paper Co., Downington, Pa., vs. P. 

. a Co. &@& al. om board. No. 
9602, L No. 2; 954. 

Kind, : Elevator "Go. vs. C. B. & Q. 
we = al. Petition for rehearing. 
No. 8315; p. 378. 

King, Collie & Co. et al., Galveston, 
Tex., vs. Abilene & Southern Ry. et 
al. Petition for further hearing. No. 
5117; p. 228. 

Kiser, M. C., Co., Atlanta, Ga., et al. 
vs. Central of Ga. Ry. and Ocean S. S. 
Co. of Savannah. Shoes. No. 9396; 
p. 52. 

La Crosse Rubber Mills vs. B. & O. et 
al. Crude rubber. No. 9695; p. 1260. 

Lamb-Fish Lumber Co. vs. 
et al. Petition for rehearing. 

8212; p. 170. 

Laona & Northern R. R. >. Forest, 
Wis., vs. C. & N. W. R. Co. 
Through routes. No. 9600; = 954. 

Lardie, Geo. W., & Son, Traverse City, 
Mich., vs. M. & N. E. R. R. Potatoes. 
No. 9481, Sub. No. 3; p. 530. 

Larrowe Milling Co., Detroit, vs. Clyde 
S. S. Co. et al. Beet pulp. No. 9665, 
Sub. 1; p. 1198. 

Larrowe Milling Co., Detroit, vs. Clyde 

. S. Co. et al. Beet pulp. No. 9665; 


L. P., Co., 
Cc. B. & Q. Domestic wine. 
Pp. 826. 


Fremont, Neb., vs. 
No. 9571; 





Lassen County Trading Co., Madeline, 
Cal., vs. Nevada-California- -Oregon 
=. et al. Class rates. No. 9463; p. 


Lehigh Coal & Nav. Co., Philadelphia, 
vs. P. R. R. et al. Coal. No. 9706; 
p. 1326. 

Lehigh Portland Cement Co., Allentown, 
vs. Akron, Canton & Youngstown et 
al. Portland cement. No. 9583; p. 828. 

Lewis, F. J., Mfg. Co., Chicago and 
North Birmingham, Ala., vs. A. B. & 
A. Ry. et al. Tar. No. 9443; p. 282. 


Little Rock, Ark., Merchants Freight 
Bureau of, vs. B. & O. et al. Furni- 
ture. No. 9650; p. 1140. 

Little Rock, Ark., Merchants Freight 
Bureau of, vs. A. C. L. et al. Knit- 
| factory products. No. 9627; p. 


Live Poultry & Dairy Shippers’ Assn., 
Berry W. Redfearn et al., vs. Aber- 
deen & Rockfish et al. Butter, cheese 
and eggs. No. 9698; p. 1326. 


Loeb-Apte Co., Atlanta, Ga., vs. Mey 
et al. Cabbages. No. 9430; 289. 

Lookout Paint Mfg. Co., A Ran 
vs. Tennessee, Alabama & Georgia et 
al. Pipe blacking. No. 9701; p. 1260. 

Louisville Point Lumber Co. vs. Mich. 
Cent. R. R. et al. Lumber. No. 9603; 
p. 1260. 

Loveland & Hinyan Co., Grand Rapids, 
Mich., vs. Manistee & Northeastern 
BR. BR. et al. No. 9481, Sub. 
No. 7; p. 532. 

Lunham & Moore, New York, N. Y., vs. 
C. R. R. of N. J. Lubricating oil. No. 
9688; p. 1380. 

Macon, Ga., Chamber of Commerce 
Freight Bureau vs. S. A. L. et al. 
Shoe soles. No. .9670; p. 1198. 

Macon, Ga., Chamber of Commerce 
Freight Bureau vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. 
et al. Leather. No. 9649; p. 1140. 

Macon, Ga., Chamber of Commerce 
Freight Bureau vs. S. A. L. et al. 
Cabbage. No. 9624; p. 1077. 

Macon, Ga., Chamber of Commerce 
Freight Bureau vs. B. & O. et al. 
Glass. No. 9629; p. 1077. 


MaGuire & Co., Cincinnati, O., vs. Wa- 
a Ry. et ‘al. Grain. ' No. 9401; p. 

Magnolia Cotton Oil Co., Houston, Tex., 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Lard substi- 
tute. No. 9466; p. 324. 

Maryland, state of, et al. vs. Baltimore, 
Chesapeake & Atlantic. Crushed 
stone. No. 9389; p. 52. 

Mayfield & Graves County Commercial 
Club et al., Mayfield, Ky., vs. Illinois 
Central et al. Cotton. No. 9662; p. 


Potatoes. 


1198. 

Mayfield & Graves County Commercial 
Club vs. Illinois Central et al. To- 
bacco. No. 9663; p. 1198. 

Mayfield & Graves Co. Commercial Club, 
Mayfield, Ky., vs. Abilene & Southern 
et al. Class and commodity. No. 
9660; p. 1140. 

Mayfield & Graves Co. Commercial Club, 
Mayfield, Ky., vs. Alabama-Vicksburg 
et al. Cotton. No. 9661; p. 1140. 

Mayo Milling Co., Richmond, Va., vs. C. 
& A et al. Salvage oats. No. 9537; 
p. 4 


McCaull-Dinsmore Co., Minneapolis, 
Minn., vs. C. B. & Q. et al. Wheat. 
No. 9503; p. 586. 

McCloud River R. R., San Francisco, 
vs. “4 P. et al. Reparation. No. 9540; 


p. 644. 

McGraw Tire & Rubber Co., East Pales- 
tine, O., vs. Penna. Co. et al. Rubber 
tires. No. 9350, Sub. No. 1; p. 170. 

McNeel Marble Co. of Marietta, Ga., vs. 
Aberdeen & R. et al. Marble & gran- 
ite. No. 9637; p. 1138. 

Mebius & Drescher Co., Sacramento, vs. 
Central California Traction et al. 
Hops. No. 8675; p. 762. 

Medford, Ore., Commercial Club vs. 
Southern Pacific~Co. L. C. L. rates. 
No, 9472; p. 378. 


_Meeker & Co., New York, vs. Central R. 


R. of N. J. Coal. No. 9423; p. 228. 
Memphis Merchants’ Exchange vs. Alex- 

andria & Western et al. Grain, grain 

products and mixed feeds. No. 9570; 


Pp. 826. 

Memphis, city of, et al. vs. C. R. 
I. & P. et al. Petition for rehearing. 
No. 9702; p. 1380. 

Merchants’ oo? & Box Co., St. Louis, 
Mo., vs. St. L. S. W. et al. Baskets. 
No. 9594; p. $38, 

Merrell- Soule Co., Syracuse, N. Y., vs. 
ao O. et al. Milk. No. 9618; p. 


Meridian Traffic Bureau, Miss., vs. Sou. 
Ry. et al. Class and commodity. No. 
9560; p-~700. 

Mesilla Valley Produce Exchange, Las 
Cruces, N. M., vs. A. T. & & F. Ry. 
et al. Wheat. No. 9721, p. 1478. 

Metropolis (Ill.) Commercial Club vs. 
Illinois Central et al. Logs, lumber 
and products. No. 9597; p. 828. 

Michel, C. J., Brewing Co., La Crosse, 
bg B. & Q. et al. Beer. No. 9551; 
p. 4 

Midland Coal Co., Kansas City, Mo., vs. 
iy L.-S. F. R. R. Coal. No. 9381; p. 
2. 

Miller, Frank P., Paper Co., Downing- 
town, Pa., vs. P. R. R. Co. et al. Pa- 
per board. No. 9602; p. 954. 

Miller Bros. vs. St. L.-S. F. R. R. et al. 
Petition for rehearing and vacation of 
order. No. 8078; p. 482. 

Miller-Michigan Potato Co., Grand Rap- 
ids, Mich., vs. Manistee & Northeast- 
ern et al. Potatoes. No. 9481, Sub. 
No. 1; p. 378. 

Miller, Albert, & Co., Chicago, vs. Man- 
istee & Northeastern et al. Potatoes. 
No. 9481; p. 378. 

Miller* & Lux, Inc., San Francisco, vs. 
Southern Pacific et al. Sheep. No. 
9585; p. 828. 

— 'E. C., & Co., Joplin, Mo., vs. St. 

> we Ry. Apples. No. 9453; p. 284. 


R. et al.” Grains. 


aionee ali Traffic Assn. vs. C. B. & 


q No. 9451; p. 
284, 


Minneapolis Traffic Assn. vs. C. B. & Q. 

- al. Grains and seeds. No. 9450; p. 
4, 

Minneapolis Traffic Assn., Minneapolis, 
Minn., vs. Chicago Great Western et 
al. Grain and grain products. No. 
9645; p. 1020. 

Minnesota & Ontario Power Co. vs. Big 
Fork & International Falls et al. 
Print paper. No. 9406; p. 170. 


Montano, John, et al., Union City, Ind., 
vs. P. C. C. & St. L. et al. Coal. No. 
9659; p. 1140. 

Moore, Lucas E., Stave Co.., New York 
City, vs. S. A. L. et al. Staves. No. 
9559; p. 700. 

Moore, Lucas E., Stave Co., New York 
City, vs. Boston & Albany R. R. 
Staves. No. 9393; p. 52. 

Morris & Co., Chicago, vs. Aberdeen & 
Rockfish et al. Refrigeration of con- 
ag of peddler cars. No. 9681; p. 
326. 

Mosby, N. W., McKenzie, Miss., vs. Y. 
& M. V. R. R. et al. Shingles. No. 
9454; p. 284. 

Murphy, Pe F., Co., Chicago, vs. 
Cc. me. 2. mm. R. et al. Potatoes. 
No. re p. 687. 

Natchez, Miss., Chamber of Commerce 
et al. vs. St. L. I. M. & S. Ry. et al. 
Cotton. No. 9723, p. 1478. 

National Live Stock Mxchange, Chicago, 
vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. Live stock. 
No. 9383; p. 52. 

National Malleable Castings Co., Sharon, 
Pa., vs. P. & L. E. et al. Tonnage. 
No. 9589; p. 828. 

National Wool Growers’ Assn., Salt 
Lake City, Utah, vs. Union Pac. R. R. 
Wool. No. 9611; p. 1260. 

National Wool Growers’ Assn., Salt 
Lake City, vs. Bullfrog-Goldfield R. R. 
Co. et al. Cottonseed cake and meal. 
No. 9607; p. 954. 

Nevada - California - Oregon’ Ry. vs. 
Southern Pacific et al. Class rates. 
No. 9463, Sub. No. 1; p. 324. 

New York Produce Exchange vs. B. & 
O. et al. Flour. No. 9227; p. 642. 

N. Y. & N. J. Produce Co., Inc., vs. N. 
Y. N. H. & H. Potatoes. No. 9652, 
Sub. No. 1; p. 1140. 

N. Y. & N. J. Produce Co., Inc., vs. N. 
oe H. & H. Potatoes. No. 9652; p. 

New Jersey Zine Co., New York City, 
vs. B. & O. et al. Barytes. No. 9422; 


p. 228. 

North Dakota Metal Culvert Co., Fargo, 
N. D., vs. Gt. Nor. Ry. Petition for 
rehearing. No. 7960; p. 228. 

Northern Anthracite Coal Co. et al. vs. 
L. V. R. R. Coal. No. 9514; p. 1260. 

Northern Coal Co., St. Louis, vs. Mobile 
& Ohio. Coal cars. No. 9479; p. 378. 

Northern Mercantile Co., Spokane, vs. 
Arizona Eastern et al. Petition for 
rehearing. No. 8310; p. 282. 

Northwestern Trading Co., Inc., New 
York, vs. Adams Express Co. Horses. 
No. 9552; p. 698. 

Northwestern Traffic & Service Bureau, 
Inc., Minneapolis, vs. C. M. & St. P. 
Coal and coke. No. 5993; p. 700. 
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Nye, A. J., Orlando, Fla., vs. A. C. L. 
et al. Citrus fruits. No. 9625; p. 1077. 


Ohio Valley Coal Operators’ Assn., Madi- 
sonville, Ky., vs. L. & N. et al. Coal. 
No. 9667; p. 1198. 

Ohio Valley Coal Operators’ Assn. vs. 
Hlinois Central et al. Coal. No. 9517; 
p. 587. 

Omaha Cooperage Co., Omaha, Neb., vs. 
Missouri Pac. and St. L. I. M. & S. 
Oak lumber. No. 9568; p. 826. 

Oriental pa Mills, Houston, Tex., vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al. Press cloth. No. 

$398; p. 170. 

Ottawa (Ohio) Coal & Supply Co. vs. 
Detroit, Toledo & Ironton R. R. Co. 
et al. Coal. No. 9697; p. 1260. 


Pacific Coast Biscuit Co., Portland, Ore., 
bi Sou. Pac. Tin cans. No. 5962; p. 
700. 

Pacific Lumber Co. et al., Scotia and 
elsewhere in California, vs. North- 
western Pacific et al. Lumber. No. 
9395; p. 52. 

Page & Hill Co., Minneapolis, Minn., vs. 
C. St. P. M. & O. et al. Posts. ‘No 
9704; p.- 1326. 

Paradise Coal Co. vs. Illinois Central R. 
R. et al. Coal. No. 9509, Sub. No. 1; 
p. 587. 

Parkersburg Rig and Reel Co. and Con- 
tinental Supply Co. of Parkersburg, 
W. Va., and St. Louis, Mo., vs. A. T. 
& S. F. Ry. et al. Rig iron, etc. No. 
9371;. p. 50. 

Pate, Chas., New York City, vs. P. R. 
R. Cartage charges. No. 9210, Sub. 
No. 3; m Tze. 

Pease Grain & Seed Co., Beatrice, Neb., 
vs. C. R. I. & P. Millet seed. No. 
9584; p. 828. 

Pelican Lumber Co., Inc., Mound, La., 
vs. Vicksburg, Shreveport & Pacific 
Ry. Co. et al. Hardwood, pine, cot- 
tonwood, gum and cypress lumber. 
No. 9714, p. 1478. 

Piowaty, M., & Sons, Grand Rapids, 
Mich., vs. Manistee & Northeastern R. 
R. et al. Potatoes. No. 9481, Sub. 
No. 6; p. 532. 

Pollak Steel Co., Cincinnati, O., and 
Chicago, lll., vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
Iron and steel articles. No. 9380; p. 

52. 

Portland, Ore., Traffic & Transportation 
Assn. vs. Southern Pacific and Mc- 
Cloud River R. R. Joint rate. No 
9434; p. 282. 

Portland Traffic and Transportation 
Assn., Portland, Ore.. vs. Southern 
Pacific et al. Cereal. No. 9408; p. 172. 


Potato investigation. No. 9331; p. 282. 


Potlatch Lumber Co., Potlatch, Idaho, 
vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. et al. Lumber. 
No. 9392; p. 52. 

Practical Drawing Co., Dallas, Tex., vs. 
Cc. H. & D. et al. Printing paper. No. 
9388; p. 52. 

Procter & Gamble Co., 
and Kansas City, Kan., vs. 
R. R. et al. Cocoanut oil. 
p. 272. 

Procter 
Cincinnati, 
R.. BR. ot al. 
p. 172. 

Procter & Gamble Co., Ivorydale, Ohio, 
vs. Ala. Great Southern et al. Peanut 
oil. No. 9713, p. 1478. 

Providence (R. 1.) Fruit & Produce Ex- 
change et al. vs. Adams Express Co. 
et al. Strawberries. No. 9684; p. 1260. 


Rapier Sugar Feed Co., Owensboro, Ky., 
vs. Illinois Central. Molasses. No. 
9612; p. 1019. 

Red River Lumber Co. vs. Southern Pa- 
cific Co. et al. Box shooks. No. 9533; 
p. 642. 

Reed & Cheney Co., Grand Rapids, 
Mich., vs. Manistee & Northeastern 
ty. et al. Potatoes. No. 9481, Sub. 
No. 4; p. 530. 

Reliance Mfg. Co., Chicago, IIl., vs. Ili- 
nois Central et al. Cotton piece goods. 
No. 9587; p. 1019. 

Reliance Mfg. Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. Illi- 
nois Central R. R. Cotton piece goods. 
No. 9587; p. 828. 

Reynolds, H. M., Asphalt Shingle Co., 
xrand Rapids, Mich., vs. Ill. Cent. et 
al. Asphalt shingles. No. 9685; p. 
1380. 

Rice, R. W., Coal Co., Springfield, Mass., 
VS. = Y. N. H. & H. Coal. No. 9564; 
p. 762. 

Rieck, Edward E., Co., Pittsburgh, vs. 
B. & O. Milk. No. 9522; p. 642. 

Rio Grande Valley Creamery Co., El 

Fargo & Co. 

Cream. No. 9692; p. 1260. 


Ivorydale, O., 
B.A. 
No. 9409; 


& Gamble Co., 
oo; ~% cS. 
Cocoanut oil. 


Ivorydale and 
cS. & we 
No. 9410; 


Paso, Tex., vs. Wells, 
‘t al. 


Rivenburg, C. 


H., & Co., New York 
City, vs. P. R.. R. Cartage charges. 
No. 9210, Sub. No. 4; p. 170. 

Rockford Paper Boxboard Co., Rock- 
ford, Ill., vs. C. M. & St. P..R. R. et 
- Paper pulpboard. No. 9531; p. 

9 

Romann & Bush Pigiron & Coke Co., 
St. Louis, vs. C. & O. et al. Coal. 
No. 9606; p. 954. 

Royster, F. S., Guano Co. vs. Norfolk 
— Fertilizer. No. 9708, p. 

26. 


St. Matthews, Ky., Produce Exchange 
et al. vs. L. & N. et al. Potatoes and 
onions. No. 9724, p. 1478. 

Sand Point Lumber & Pole Co., Sand 
Point, Idaho, vs. C. M. & St. P. R. R. 
Cedar fence posts. No. 9464; p. 324. 

Sanger, Isaac, et al., Dallas, Tex., vs. St. 
L. S. F. & T. et al. Flannel. No. 
9475; p. 378. 

Savage, Joseph, Central City, S. D., vs. 
C..@& N. W. et al. Soft coal. Na. 
9593; p. 828. 

Scalvini, Andrea, trustee, by W. G. Dun- 
nington & Co., agent New York & 
Louisville, vs. N. C. & St. L. et al. 
Tobacco. No. 9657; p. 1140. 

Schaff, Chas. E., as receiver of M. K. & 
me TOA. TF.28. F% @.a. Pas- 
senger fares. No. 9426; p. 282. 

Schaefer, Charles, & Son, Brooklyn, N. 
Y., and Townley and Newark, N. J., 
oe es Island R. R. Hay. No. 9370; 
p. ov. " 

Schaefer, Chas., & Son vs. Long Island 
R. R. Track storage charges. No. 


9530; p. 642. 

Schwartz, 8S., St. Louis, vs. St. L.-S. F. 
ig et al. Scrap iron. No. 9435; p. 

Seal Mattress Co., Sugar Land, Tex., vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al. Mattresses. No. 
9518; p. 587. 

Sealy Mattress Co., Sugar Land, Texas, 
vs. Sugar Land Ry. et al. Mattresses. 
No. 9440; p. 282. 

Security Coal & Mining Co. of Missouri 
vs. Illinois Central et al. Coal. No. 
9509; p. 587. 

Seymour Packing Co., Topeka, Kan., vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al. Meat. No. 9502; 
p. 586. 

Shear Co., et al. vs. Morgan’s La. & 
Tex. R. R. & S. S. Co. et al. Rock 
salt. No. 9467, Sub. No. 2; p. 325. 

Sinclair, T. M., & Co., Ltd., Cedar Rap- 
iti: In., ve. C. BM. & .. BP. By. Co 
et al. Fresh meats, packing . house 
products, cured meats, provisions, etc. 
No. 9715, p. 1478. 

Sioux City, Ia.,- Concrete Pipe Co. vs. 
C. M. & St. P. et al. Drain tile. No. 
9671; p. 1198. 

Smith, A. A., as the A. A. Smith ee 
ton Products Co., Atlanta, vs. A. C. 

> Cotton linters. No. 9623; p. 1077. 

South Appalachian Coal Operators’ 
Assn. vs. L. & N. et al. Coal car dis- 
tribution. No. $405; p. 170. 

South Appalachian Coal Operators’ 
Assn. of Kentucky and eastern Ten- 
nessee vs. L. & N. R. R. Car supply. 
No. 9402; p. 170. 

South Chester Tube Co., 
va. P. R. R. et at 
9696; p. 1260. sa 

Southern Coal, 
Louis, Mo., vs. Southern Ry. et al. 
Through rates. No. 9511; p. 587. 

Southern Rice Growers’ Assn. et al. vs. 
Texas & New Orleans R. R. Co. et al. 
—" for rehearing. No. 7591; p. 

Springston Lumber Co. et al. Harrison, 
Idaho, and Spokane, Wash., vs. Great 
Northern et al. Lumber. No. 9507, 
Sub. No. 1; p. 587. 

Springston Lumber Co. et al., Harrison, 
Idaho, and Spokane, Wash., vs. Great 
Northern Ry. et al. Lumber. No. 
9507; p. 586. 

Standard Oil Co., San Francisco, vs. 
Northern Pacific et al. Oil drums and 
barrels. No. 9384; p. 52. 

Stein Junk Co., Atlanta, vs. Southern et 
al. Junk and scrap iron, No. 9634; 
p. 1077. 

Stuart, E. D., & Co. et al. vs. A. B. & 
A. Ry. Co. et al. Cabbage. No. 9689; 
p. 1380. 

Sugar Land Mfg. Co., Sugar Land, Tex., 
vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish et al. Mo- 
lasses. No. 9438; p. 282. 

Sunderland Bros. Co., Omaha, Neb., vs. 
Missouri Pacific et al. Portland ce- 
ment. No. 9512; p. 587. 

Sunderland Bros. Co.. Omaha, vs. C. B. 
& Q. Stone. No. 9446; p. 284. 

Sunderland Bros. Co., Omaha, vs. C. B. 

et al.- Salt. No. 9586; p. 828. 


Chester, Pa., 
Iron pipe. No. 


Coke & Mining Co., St. 
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Swastika Fuel Co., Raton, N. M., vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al. Coke. No. 9491; p. 


380. 

Swift & Co., Chicago, IIll.,- vs. C. Gt. 
West. R. R. et al. Fresh meats and 
ee house products. No. 9679; p. 
1260. 

Swift & Co., Chicago, vs. Illinois Central 
et al. Cottonseed oil. No. 9669; p. 


1198. 

Swift & Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. Aberdeen 
& R. R. R. Co. et al. Poultry, butter 
oleomargarine, eggs and cheese, fresh 
meats and packing-house products. 
No. 9631; p. 1077. 

Swift & Co., Chicago, vs. Great North- 
ern et al. Potash. No. 9494; p. 426. 
Swift & Co. vs. Arkansas Central R. R. 
et-al. Petition for modification of or- 
der and award of reparation. No. 

8307; p. 586. 

Swift & Co., Chicago, vs. B. & O. et al. 
Meats. No. 9524; p. 642. 

Swift & Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. C. B. & Q. 
R. R. et al.* Poultry. No. 9686; p. 
1380. 

Syracuse Chamber of Commerce, on be- 
half of Will & Baumer Co., Syracuse, 
N. Y., vs. N. Y. C. et al. Red oi?. No. 
9678; p. 1260. 

Syracuse, N. Y., Chamber of Commerce 
vs. New York Central et al. Through 
rates. No. 9535; p. 642. 

Syracuse Ornamental Co. vs. Michigan 
—— et al. Woodpulp. No. 9420; p. 
228. 

Taylor, Hannor, James Co., Waco, Tex., 
vs. Morgan’s La. & Tex. R. R. & S. S. 
Co. et al. Rock salt. No. 9467, Sub. 
No. 1; p. 325. 

Taylor, W. Granville, Asheville, N. C., 
vs. E. Tenn. & West. N. C. Ry. et al. 
Maple lumber. No. 9543, Sub. No. 3; 
p. 826. 

Terrell, Texas, Commercial Club vs. 
Texas & Pacific Ry. et al. Grain. No. 
9506; p. 586. 

Terre Haute (Ind.) Paper Co. vs. St. 
Louis-San Francisco et ail. Baled 
straw. No. 9554; p. 700. 

Thropp, Joseph E., Earlston & Saxton, 
Pa., vs. Bessemer & Lake Erie et al. 
Iron ore. No. 9628; p. 1077. 

Tourtelot, A.. M.; Providence, R. I., 
vs. American Express Co. et al. 
Strawberries. No. 9712, p. 1478. 

Trexler Lumber Co., Allentown, Pa., vs. 
Mobile & Ohio et al. Lumber. No. 
9674; p. 1198. 

Trexler Lumber Co., Allentown, Pa., vs. 
N. Y. N. H. & H. et ale Lumber. No. 
9394; p. 52. 

Tulsa Traffic Assn., Tulsa, Okla., vs. 
St. L.-S. F. Switching charges. No. 
9641; p. 1138. 

Tunis-Cockey Co., Philadelphia, vs. Live 
Oak, Perry & Gulf et al. Lumber. 
No. 9386; p. 52. 

Union Hay Co., Minneapolis, vs. C. & N. 
W.etal. Hay. No. 9449; p. 284. 

Union Hay Co., Minneapolis, vs. C. & N. 
W. et al. Hay. No. 9449, Sub. No. 1; 
p. 284. 

United Iron Works, 
Missouri Pacific. 


Springfield, Mo., vs. 
Iron pipe. No. 9592; 
p. 828. 


United Shoe Machinery Co., Beverly, 
Mass., -vs. Boston & Maine R. R. 
Ferry cars. No. 9425; p. 282. 

United States of America vs. Sumpter 
pe Ry. et al. Lumber. No. 9462; 
p. : 

Valecia Evaporated Milk Co., Madison, 
Wis., vs. C. & N. W. et al. Tin cans. 
No. 9538; p. 642. 

Valley & Siletz R. R. Co., Crisp, Ore., 
vs. Southern Pacific et al. Construc- 
tion materials. No. 9465; p. 324. 

Van Benthuysen Lumber & Tie Co., 
New Orleans, vs. Gulf & Ship Island 
R. R. Cross ties. No. 9573; p. 826. 

Varley-Welter Co., Minneapolis, vs. B. 
& O. et al. Potatoes and onions. No. 
9630; p. 1077. 

Victor Chemical Works, 
Heights, vs: C. & E. I. et al. 
phate of lime. No. 9523; p. 642. 

Virginia Corporation Commission vs. 
Southern et al. Class and commodity 
rates. No. 9404; p. 170. 

Virginia-Carolina Chemical Co., Dothan, 
Ala., vs. Michigan Central R. R. et al. 
Cynamid. No. 9376; p. 50. 

Waco Chamber of Commerce vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al. Glass bottles, flasks 
and demijohns. No. 9561; p. 1260. 

Wales, H., Lines Co., Meriden, Conn., 
vs. N. Y. N. Hit & H. et al. Cement. 
No. 9608; p. 954. 

Ward Lumber Co., San Francisco. Cal., 
vs. Southern Pacific et al. Forest 

No. 9415; p. 172. 


Chicago 
Phos- 


products. 
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rates from same points of origin to 
complainants’ mills and thence to 
Lake Michigan ports, and of rates 
thence, water and rail, to the same 
destinations, not shown to be unrea- 
sonable or unduly prejudicial to mills 
whose product takes the latter route. 
March 31, pp. 662, 823. 

Beall & Co. et al. vs. S. P. & S. et al.; 
case 8047 and sub. numbers (42 I. C. 
C., 148-149). Jan. 6, p. 17. 

Beaumont Lbr. Co. vs. St. L. & S. F. 
et al.; case 8690 (42 I. C. C., 472-474). 
Jan. i3, p. 84. 

Beaumont Timber Co., Ltd., vs. I. & G. 
N. et al.; case 8664; lumber (45 I. C. 
C., 5-6). June 16, p. 1337. 

Becker Brewing & Malting Co. et al. vs. 
D. & R. G. et al.; case 7489 and sub. 
—— (43 3. €. C., 188-187). Jan. 6, 
p. 10. 

Berliner, Sigmund, vs. C. G. W. et al.; 
case 8790; granite (43 I. C. C., 137-138). 
March 3, p. 445. 

Berry Coal & Coke Co. vs. Tonopah & 
Goldfield et al.; case 8113 (42 I. C. C., 
273-274). Jan. 6, p. 10. 

Best-Clymer Mfg. Co. vs. Wabash et 
al.; case 8596; machinery (43 I. cc <<, 
81-82). Feb. ‘24, p. 394. 

Big Muddy Coal & Iron Co. vs. Ill. Cent. 
et al.; case 8472; coal (43 I. C. C., 157- 
159). March 10, p. 497. 

Bishop-Babcock-Becker Co. vs. N. Y. 
C. et al.; case 8839; soda water foun- 
tain counters and fixtures (45 I. C. C., 
141-142). June 30, p. 1442. 

Blackweil Lumber Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et 
al.; case 8063 and others; Nebraska 
lumber adjustment (42 I. C. C., 756- 
761). Feb. 10, p. 305. 

Boldt, Chas., Co. vs. > c& &.. & &.. ip 
et al.; case 8434 (42 I. C. C., 308-310). 
Jan. 6, p. 18. 

Boston-New York Proportional Rates 
(No. 2); I. and S. 857 (43 I. C. C., 203- 
212). The proposed cancellation of 
proportional rates between New York, 
N. Y., and points in southeastern New 
England, applicable on traffic handled 
south of New York by coastwise 
steamship lines, not found justified. 
March 10, p. 502. 

Boston Potato Receivers’ Assn. vs. B. 
& A. et al.; case 5244 (42 I. C. C., 
454-458). Jan. 20, p. 126. 

Bradbury Marble Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 8510 (42 I. C. C., 329-332). Jan. 


G. wp. 8. 

Brasher, J. S., et al. vs. Southern et al.; 
case 8497 (42 I. C. C., 327-328). Jan. 
6. p. 18. 


Brick from New Hampshire stations; I. 
and S. 826; also cases 7661 and 7786 
(42 I. Cc. C., 231-236). (1) Joint rates 
on brick from Gonic, N. H., to certain 
stations on the Boston & Albany and 
New York, New Haven & Hartford 
railroads found unreasonable. Rea- 
sonable maximum rates prescribed for 
the future. Reparation denied. (2) 
Rates from Gonic to stations in trunk 
line territory not shown to be unrea- 
sonable or unduly prejudicial, except 
the rate to New York, which exceeds 
the aggregate of the intermediate 
rates. The rate to Brooklyn should 
not exceed that to New York by more 
than 40 cents per net ton. (3) Sche- 
dules under suspension ordered can- 
celed. Jan. 6, p. 14 

Brick from Michigan City; I. and S. 828 
(42 I. C. C., 509-612). Jan. 13, p. 86. 

Brittain Bros. et al. vs. St. L. & S. F. 
et al.; case 8777; live stock (45 I. C. 
C., 87-90). June 30, p. 1443. 
3rowning Bros. Co. et al. vs. B. & A. 
et al.; case 8864; motorcycles (45 I. C. 
C., 63-64). June 23. p. 1394. 

Sinaieanaales Balke-Collender Co. vs. M. 
M. & S. E. et al.; case 9157; tenpins 
(45 I. C. C., 175- 176), June 30; p. 1444. 

Brunswick- Balke-Collender Co. vs. T. S. 


& M. et al.; case 8494; billiard table 
ag ig a oc. 598-601). June 9, 
p. 1288 


Buffalo Union Furnace Co. et al. vs. B. 
S. R. R. Corporation et al.; case 
7769 (48 I. C. C., 218-223). The ad- 
justment of rates on coal and coke 
from points in the Reynoldsville dis- 
trict served by the Buffalo & Susque- 
hanna R. R. Corporation to Buffalo, 
Lackawanna and Harriet, N. Y., and 
other points in the so-called Buffalo- 
Black Rock switching district, found 
to be unduly prejudicial to the extent 
that the group rate on coal from the 
points of origin to the territory of 
destination named exceeds 80 per cent 
of the rate contemporaneously main- 
tained on coke from Tyler and Sykes, 


points on said railroad, to Lacka- 
wanna. March 10, p. 505. 

Buffalo Union Furnace Co. et al. vs. L. 
S. & M. S. et al-; case 1023 (44 I. C. C., 
267-274). Upon further hearing with 
respect to the question of reparation 
for switching services performed by 
the Buffalo Union Terminal R. R., the 
plant facility of the Buffalo Furnace 
Co., Held: (1) Finding of undue 
prejudice in the original report, 21 I. 
Cc. C., 620, in favor of the Cleveland 
Furnace Company affirmed and made 
to include certain other furnace com- 
panies. (2) Reparation awarded upon 
the basis of the cost of the inter- 
change switching service performed 
by the Buffalo Union Terminal R. R. 
May 5. p. 973. 

Bulley, S M., & Son vs. St. L. * 3 
et al.; case 9112; cotton (45 I. . 
171-172). June 30, p. 1443. 

Burson Knitting Co. et al. vs. C. M. & 
G. et al.; case 7289 (42 I. C C., 739- 
747). Rate on cotton and merino hos- 
iery from Rockford, Ill., to St. Louis, 
Mo., found to be unduly prejudicial as 
compared with the rate from Kanka- 
kee, Ill. A proper relationship of rates 
prescribed for the future. Feb. 3, p. 
247. 

Buss, H. L., Co. vs. N. Y. C.; case 8991; 
corn (45 I. C. C., 161). June 30, p. 
1443. 

Cadillac Lumber Exchange vs. Ann Ar- 
bor et al.; case 8329 (43 I. C. C., 636- 
640). May 5, p. 963. 

Cadillac Lumber Exchange vs. Ann Ar- 
bor; case 8247; hardwood flooring (44 
I. C. C., 750-753). June 9, p. 1297. 

Calumet, Mich., Lumber; I. and S. 925 
(43 I. C. C., 441-442). April 21, p. 844. 

Cameron, William, & Co. vs, A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; case 8894; parts of 4th sect. 
aps. 618, 623, 627, 630; mill work (44 
I. C. C., 286-296). May 5, p. 977. 

Campbell’s Creek R. R. Co. vs. Ann Ar- 
bor et al.; case 5584 (44 I. C. C., 574- 
578). The Campbell’s Creek Railroad 
Co. is entitled to receive a division 
on coal delivered to the Kanawha & 
Michigan Railway, figured upon the 
basis of a mileage prorate of 28 miles, 
200 per cent of the actual mileage of 
its line. June 2, p.°1223. 

Campbell, Roy, vs. St. L. B. & M. et al.; 
case 8103; refrigeration (44 I. C. C., 
567-569). May 26, p. 1162. 

Canada Atlantic Transit Co.; I. and S. 
821; lake and rail routes (42 I. C. C., 
369-370). Jan. 6, p. 20. 

Canada, no control in; lake and rail 
cancellations; see decisions of I. C. C.; 
p 

Cannon Manufacturing Co. vs. Southern 
et al.; case 8458; 4th sect. ap. 1548; 
cotton towels (43 I. C. C., 625-629). 
April 28, p. 905. 

Carload minimums; I. and S. 901; grain 
screenings, etc. (43 I. C. C., 239-261). 
March 31. p. 658. 

Cars, furnishing, at carrier’s conven- 
ience; I. and S. 831 (42 I. C. C., 379- 
882). Proposed cancellation of appli- 
cation of “two for one” and ‘‘follow 
lot’ rules to certain rail-and-water 
rates from California ports to Atlantic 
ports, depressed by all-water rates, 
not justified. Jan. 13, p. 71. 

Car supply investigation; case 9284 (42 
I. C. C., 657-706). (1) Car service 
rules of respondents, in so far as they 
relate to open-top coal and coke cars 
and to railroad owned or controlled 
refrigerator, heater, ventilated and in- 
sulated cars, found unreasonable to 
the extent that they differ from the 
car service rules herein prescribed. 
(2) Action with regard to car service 
rules for application to other classes 
of equipment deferred pending ap- 
pointment by executives of a commit- 
tee, vested with plenary power, to co- 
operate with this Commission at 
Washington in securing a more 
equitable distribution of equipment. 
Jan. 27, p. 195. 

Cardwell. M. W.. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; 
case 8597; apples, refund to state rate 
(42 I. C. C., 730-731. Feb. 3, p. 247. 

Certer, H. H., vs. M. St. PP. & 3. &. M2 
case 7479; use of drawing room (43 
I. C. C., 51-52). Feb. 17, p. 348. 

Cataract Refining & Mfg. Co. vs. A. T. 
& S. F.’et al.; case 8076 (42 I. C. C., 
375-376). Jan. 6, p. 20. 

Cement-Plaster from Plasterco, Tex.; 
. and S. 888 (43 I. C. C., 615-618). 
April 2f, p. 857. 

Central Foundry Co. vs. Southern et al.; 
- i (42 I. ©. C., 333-334). Jan. 
» DP. . 


Champion Shoe Machinery Co. vs. C. 
& A, et al.; case 9152; shoe machinery 
(45 I. C. C., 163-164). June 30, p. 


W. G., Co., Ltd., vs. Oregon 

case 8603; cedar 
poles (43 I. C. C., 420-422). April 14, 
B. 71 


Chapin & Co. vs. C. I. & L. et al.; case 
7688; distillers’ dried grain, ete. (44 
I. C. C., 491-492). May 26, p. 1155. 

Chicago Board of Trade vs. Pere Mar- 
quette et al.; case 6081 (44 I. C. C., 
345-348). Rates, domestic and export, 
on grain and grain products from Chi- 
cago, Ill., to points in Trunk Line ter- 
ritory east of Niagara frontier not 
found unreasonable or unduly preju- 
dicial in comparison with rates lower 
by 1 cent per 100 pounds contempo- 
raneously in effect by break-bulk 
routes from Milwaukee, Manitowoc 
and- Kewaunee, Wis. Compiaint dis- 
missed. May 12, p. 1034. 

Chicago Creosoting Co. vs. C. & E. I. * 
+ nee. 8420; lumber diversion (42 I 

“ad 723). Feb. 3, p. 246. 

Chicago ‘Bridge & Iron Works vs. P. & 
L. E. et al.; case 8647; fabricated steel 
(ae i... =. 68-69). Feb. 24. p. 394. 

Chicago Retort & Fire Brick Co. vs. 
De eae et al.; case 8915; fire clay 
(45 I. C., 61-62). June 30, p. 1444, 

Choctaw a on Co. va. FT. 0. & BE. & 


Chaney, 
Short Line et al.; 


al.; case 8531 (42 I. C. C., 180-182). 
Jan. S. wo. i. 
Cincinnati Sw:tching Absorption; I. and 


S. 988 (44 I. C. C., 353-354). 
p. 1036. - 
Class and commodity; 


May 12, 


proportional rates 


from Cincinnati, Louisville, Jefferson- 
ville and New Albany to designated 
Gulf ports for export; supplemental 


4th sect. orders 4960 and 5322 (44 I. C. 
C., 543-547) petition to rescind 4th 
sect. orders denied. May 26, p. 1160. 


Class and commodity; rates from New 
Orleans and Galveston to Missouri 
River cities; 4th sect. ap: 639 et al. 
(44 I. C. C., 727-742). Carriers en- 
gaged in transporting traffic from 
New Orleans, La., and Galveston, 
Tex., to Kansas City, Mo., Omaha, 
Neb., Sioux City, Iowa, and other Mis- 
souri River cities through the terri- 
tory west of the line of the Kansas 
City Southern Railroad, seek authority 
to continue lower rates on domestic 
and import business to the said points 
than rates contemporaneously in effect 
on like traffic to intermediate points 
in Kansas; Held: (1) Carriers, whose 
routes are reasonably direct, are not 
justified in charging higher rates to 
intermediate points than to Missouri 
River cities. Fourth section relief de- 
nied. (2) Carriers, whose lines are 15 
per cent or more longer than the di- 
rect line, authorized to continue lower 
rates from New Orleans and Galveston 
to Missouri River cities than to inter- 
mediate points in Kansas. June 9, p. 
1283. 

Clarksdale, Miss., 


city of, et al. vs. II. 


Cent. et al.; case 7948; coal (45 I. C. 
C., 108-110). June 23, p. 1396. 
Classification of cylinders and _ grate 
bars; I. and 8S. 883 (43 I. Cc. C., 443- 
445). April 21, p. 844. 
Clay County Produce Co. vs. Western 


Union; case 8917; unrepeated message 
(44 I. C. C., 670-679). June 9, p. 1288. 
Cleveland Excelsior Co. vs. Southern et 
o case 8733; excelsior (44 I. C. C., 
May 26, p. 1162. 
Clinton Sugar Refining Co. vs. C. B. & 
Q. et al.; case 9262; corn (45 I. C, C., 
211-212). June 30, p. 1442. 


Cloninger, W. L., vs. C. M. & St. P. et 
al.; case 7726 (42 I. C. C., 250-253). 
Complainant shipped a carload of lum- 
ber from Ore City, Tex., to Arkansas 
City, Kan. The consignee ordered the 
shipment reconsigned to Kansas City, 
Mo., and before arrival at that point 
ordered it forwarded to Lost Nation, 
Ja. Charges were collected at the lo- 
cal rates of 27% cents per 100 pounds 
from the point of origin to Arkansas 
City. 14% cents from Arkansas City 
to Kansas City, and 12 cents beyond 
Plus accrued demurrage; Held, That 
the non-exclusion of Sundays under 
the, effective reconsignment provision 
was unreasonable; and‘ that charges 
callected were unreasonable to the ex- 
tent that they exceeded the charges 
that would have accrued on the basis 
of a combination rate of 36 cents, 
composed of a rate of 24 cents from 
Ore City to Kansas City and a rate of 
12 cents beyond, plus $5 on account of 
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reconsigning service at Arkansas City, 
plus accrued demurrage. Reparation 
awarded. Jan. 6, p. 16. ee 

Closset & Devers vs. N. P.; case 8765; 
tea (45 I. C. C., 99-100). June 23, p. 
1395. eee 

Coal and coke from New Mexico points; 
I. and S. 892 (43 I. C. C., 681-686). 
April 28, p. 917. F 

Coal from Pennsylvania mines; I. and 
S. 800; Ford Collieries Co. vs. Besse- 
mer & Lake Brie et al.; case 8694 (42 
I. C. C., 206-215). Increased rates on 
bituminous and cannel coal in carloads 
from group 2 points in the Freeport 
district of Pennsylvania on the line 
of the Bessemer & Lake Erie R. R. 
Co. to destinations in_ eastern New 
York, New England and the Province 
of Quebec, Canada, found to be prop- 
erly aligned with rates on similar coal 
from neighboring mines on other lines 
of railroad to the same destinations. 
Complaint dismissed and orders of 
suspension vacated. .Jan. 6, p. 11. 

Coal to Brooksville, Ky.; I. and S. 860 
(43 I. C. C., 115-117). March 3, p. 441. 

Coal to Glencoe, Mo.; I. and S. 756 (43 
I. C. C., 412-414). April 14, p._777. 

Coffeyville Vitrified Brick and Tile Co. 
vs. A. T. & S. F.; case 4449; brick (44 
I. Cc. C.. 513-514). May 19, p. 1101. 

Commercial Cable Co. vs. Western 
Union Tel. Co.; case 9102; deferred 
cable messages (45 I. C. C., 33-39). 
June 23, p. 13894. 

Connor Lumber & Land_ Co. vs. Great 
Northern et al.; case 7780 and sub. 1; 
lumber (43 I. C. C., 243-246). March 
24, p. 601. 

Consumers’ Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. Ss. M. 
et al.; case 8842; ioe (43 1. C. C., 361- 
566). April 21, p. 857. : 

Continental Paper Bag Co. vs. L. & N. 
et al.: case 8412 (42 I. C. C., 489-490). 
Jan. 13, p. 85. - 

Cotton. concentrated, routing; I. and S. 
940 (44 I. C. C., 663-665). June 16, p. 


9297 
oot. 


Cotton to New England points; I. and 
S. 986 (44 I. C. C., 441-442). May 19, 
p. 1100. 

Celteell, DV. et -al va C..T. H. & 
S. E.: case 8127; grain (43 I. C. C., 
195-196). March 17, p. 547. 

Crossett Lumber Co. vs. A. & L. M. et 
al.: ease 8711; wooden silos (43 I. C. 
C., 500-503). April 21, p. 853. 


Crown Columbia Paper Co. vs. P, Bz. 
Co. et al.; case 8674; machine and ma- 


chinery (44 I. C. C., 495-496). May 26, 
>». 1155. 

Chan Willamette Paper Co. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 8775; newsprint 
paper (42 I. C. C., 613-615). Jan. 27, 
». Yeu. 

Cietbonke & Robinson vs. Pennsyl- 
vania et al.: case 6749; floatage charge 
(43 I. Cc. C., 151-154). March 10, p. 
497. - 

Cudahy Packing Co. vs. A. T. & S. F.; 
case 8533; reicing (43 I. C. C., 262- 
263). March 31, p. 658. 

Cudahy Packing Co. vs. A. T. & S. F.; 
case 8188 and sub. 1, Pacific Coast 
Beef & Provision Co. vs. same; sheep 
(42 I. C. C., 579-582). Jan. 27, p. 190. 

Currie & Campbell vs. C. of N. J.; case 
8653: lumber routing (45 I. C. C., 3-4). 
June 9, p. 1292. 

Cybur Lumber Co. et al. vs. N. O. & 
N. E. et al.; case 8276 (43 I. C. C., 
268-275). Upon complaint alleging 
that defendants have failed to estab- 
lish through routes and joint rates on 
lumber and forest products from Cy- 
bur, Miss., on the complainant line, to 
certain destinations south of the Ohio 
River and praying the establishment 
of joint rates not higher than those 
applicable from Picayune, Miss., and 
the allowance of a division of 2 cents 
therefrom to complainant line, and 
that reparation be awarded to com- 
plainant lumber company, on the basis 
of 2 cents per 100 pounds, on ship- 
ments made prior to Dec. 2, 1914, for 
unjust and unreasonable charges or as 
an allowance, under Section 15 of the 
act. for a transportation service ren- 
dered by a shipper, and to complain- 
ant line in the same amount on ship- 
ments after that date. as a reason- 
able division of joint rates which 
should have been established, Held: 
‘1) Rates applicable from Picayune 
to the destinations in question not 
found to be maximum reasonable 
rates for application from Cybur. (2) 
Rates on lumber and other forest 
products from points on the Cybur, 
Gulf & Northwestern R. R. to desti- 


nations in Alabama, Georgia, Louisi- 
ana, North Carolina and South Caro- 
lina in excess of joint rates contem- 
poraneously maintained on those com- 
modities from stations on the Missis- 
sippi Central R. R. or the Pascagoula, 
Moss Point & Northern R. R. to the 
same destinations found to be unduly 
prejudicial to complainant lumber 
company; and defendants required to 
establish through routes and non- 
prejudicial joint rates from Cybur, 
Gulf & Northwestern points to those 
destinations. (3) Proportional rates 
on lumber originating at points on the 
complainant line, and destined to Cen- 
tral Freight Association territory, 
when stopped at Slidell, La., for creo- 
soting, should not exceed the propor- 
tional rates contemporaneously main- 
tained for a similar movement of lum- 
- ber from_ stations on the Mississippi 
Central R. R. east of Brookhaven, 
Miss. (4) Reparation denied. March 
31, p. 658. 


Dallas Cooperage and Woodenware Co. 
vs. G C. & 8S. F. et al.; case 7425; 
rough staves and heading (43 I. C. C., 
241-242). March 31, p. 657. 

Dairy products; I. and S. 880, Western 
Trunk Line rate increases; I. and S. 
887, dressed poultry for export; I. and 
S. 934, eggs to El Paso; I. and S. 969, 
dairy products to Montana; case 8952, 
Kansas Egg Shippers’ Assn. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al. (43-1. C. C., 700-723). 
April 28, p. 918. 

Darby, W. W., & Brown vs. B. & O. 
et al.: case 8336; grain (42 I. C. C., 
544-547). Jan. 27, p. 189. 

Denver Live Stock Commission Co., ac- 
count of C. H. Church, vs. St. L. R. 
M. & P. e€ al.; case SI63 (43 1. C. C., 

- 127-128). Jan. 6, p. 9. 

De Wilde, G. A., & Sons vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 9106; wine (45 I. C. C., 207- 
208). June 300, p. 1444. 

Diamond Lumber Co. vs. C. M. & St. P.; 
case 8360; logs (43 I. C. C., 65-66). 
Feb. 24, p. 394. 

Diana Paper Co. et al. vs. P. R. R. Co. 
et al.; case 8971; coal (45 I. C. C., 157- 
159). June 30, p. 1444. 

Dolan Fruit Co. et al. vs. C. B. & Q. et 
al.; case 9071 (43 I. C. C., 353-358). 
April 7, p. 730. 

Drayage absorption; I. and S. 865 (43 I. 
C. C.. 472-475). Provosed tariff rule 
providing for the absorption of dray- 
age charges on rice, coffee, sugar and 
molasses stored in warehouses of the 
Bienville Warehouse Corporation at 
agg? Orleans, La., disapproved. April 
4. O. Tee. 

Dreyfus Bros. vs. A. & V. et al.; case 
$129; candy (43 I. C. C., 363-365). 
April 7, p. 730. 

Drewes Sugar Co. et al. vs. S. P. et al.; 
ease 8927; parts of 4th sect. aps. 628 
and 677 (44 I. C. C., 533-542). (1) 
Rate of 25 cents per 100 pounds, mini- 
mum 40,000 pounds, on raw sugar in 
carloads from New Orleans and other 
Louisiana points to Sugarland, Tex., 
not found unreasonable or unduly 
prejudicial. Complaint dismissed. (2) 
Fourth section relief denied lines par- 
ticipating in present through rates on 
raw sugar from New Orleans, La., to 
Galveston, Tex., but granted indirect 
lines participating in rate to Sugar- 
land, Tex. May-26, p. 1157. 

Duluth Dockage Absorption; I. and S. 
904 (44 I. C. C., 300-302). Respondent 
has failed to justify charges for dock- 
age proposed to be made in addition 
to the rate on shipments via the lakes 
to or from Duluth, except where pro- 
posed at private docks. May 12, p. 
1033. 

Duluth Log Co. vs. M. St. P. & S#S. M. 
et al.; case 8541; poles and posts (43 
I. C. C., 415-417). April 21, p. 843. 

Dunlevy Packing Co. vs. P. Co.; case 
8514; charge for cleaning cars (43 I. 
Cc. C., 429-430). April 21, p. 843. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours Powder Co. 
vs. P. & R. et al.; case 8763; ex- 
plosives (44 I. C. C., 531-532). May 
26. p. 1157. 7 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours Powder Co. 
vs. P. R. R. Co.; case 9128 (43 I. C. 
C., 227-228). March 17, p. 547. 

Du Pont, B. I., de Nemours Powder Co. 
vs. P. & R.; case 8679 and others; 
retroactive commodity rates (43 I. C. 
C., 1-4). Feb. 10, p. 305. 

Edmund, Nellie M., vs. Gréton & Ston- 
ington St. Ry. et al.; case 8570 and 
sub. 1; passenger fares (43 I. C. C., 
164-167). March 3, p. 446. 


Edwards & Loomis Co. vs. P. C. C. 4 
St. L. et al.; case 8640; poultry feed 
(45 L C. C., 20-22). June 16, p. 1340. 

Eldred Milling Co. vs. C. N. et al.; case 
8564 (42 I. C. C., 215-220). (1) Re- 
fusal of defendants to accord transi: 
to complainant’s mill in Jackson, 
Mich., on same basis as is contempo- 
raneously accorded to mills located on 
their rails at other intermediate mill 
ing points, on grain originating at cer- 
tain points on the Cincinnati Northern 
R. R. and handled via Jackson to 
Eastern Trunk Line_ territory, found 
to subject complainant and Jackson 
to undue prejudice and disadvantage. 
(2) Defendants’ rates on grain from 
certain points on the Grand Trunk R. 
R. of Canada, milled at complainant’s 
mill in Jackson, and forwarded thence 
as grain products to Cincinnati, Ohio, 
found to, subject complainant and 
Jackson to undue prejudice and dis- 
advantage to the extent that they 
exceed by more than the established 
transit charge the contemporaneous 
rates on grain products from the same 
points of origin to the same destina- 


tion. Jan. 13, p. 65. 

Elmore, Brame, & Co. vs. S. A. & A. P. 
et al.; case 8626 (42 I. C. C., 351-352) 
Jan. 6, p. 18. 

Empire Cotton Oil Co. vs. S. A. L. et 
al.; case 9045; cottonseed (45 I, C. C.,, 
186-187). June 30, p. 1443. 

Evans, G. H., Lumber Co. et al. vs. C. 
of G. et al.; case 8967; also case 9028, 
Georgia Hardwood Assn. vs. same (43 
l. C. C., 476-480). Practice of defend- 
ants in refusing to issue through ex- 
port bills of lading on shipments of 
forest products originating in certain 
territory, while continuing to issue 
such bills of lading on export ship- 
ments of the same commodities orig- 
inating in other territory, not shown 
to be unreasonable or unjustly dis- 
criminatory. Complaints dismissed. 
April 21, p. 851. 

Export grain storage charges; I. and S. 
833 (42 I. C. C., 530-543). (1) In- 
creased charges for the storage be- 
yond 60 and 120 days of export grain 
in railroad owned or controlled ele- 
vators at Atlantic ports not justified. 
(2)New charges for the storage of ex- 
port grain in cars on tracks of defend- 
ants’ railroad terminals at Baltimore, 
Md., and Philadelphia, Pa., not justi- 
field. Jan. 27, p. 185. 

Export grain case; I. and S. 623 (42 I. 
C. C., 523-526). Proposed increased 


carload rates on grain, grain products . 


and by-products from Central Freight 
Association territory and_ certain 
points in Wisconsin, Iowa, Missouri 
and Kentucky to Atlantic ports for 
export found justified in the light of 
additional evidence upon rehearing. 
Jan. 20, p. 128. 


Export grain from Indiana; I. and S. 824 
(42 1. C. C., 537-629). Jan. 18, p. 89. 
Export iron and steel; I. and S. 930 (43 
I. C. C., 5-12). Proposed cancellation 
of, or increases in, export rates on 
iron and steel from points in Central 
Freight Association and Trunk Line 
territories to Atlantic ports and from 
points in Central Freight Association 
territory to Gulf ports found not justi- 
fied as a whole, but carriers author- 
ized to apply present domestic rates 
on export traffic from Pittsburgh to 
the Atlantic seaboard provided Chi- 
cago, Ill., Cincinnati, Ohio, and other 
points in Cenfral Freight Association 
territory are given rates to the sea- 
board properly adjusted with refer- 
ence thereto. Proposed schedules here 
in issue to be held under suspension 
until new tariffs are filed in accord- 
ance with our views. Feb. 10, p. 297. 
Express rates from Davies Spur, Wash.; 
I. and S. 849 (43 I. C. C., 143-146). 

March 3, p. 446. 


Express rates, practices, accounts and 
revenues, in re; case 4198 (43 I. C. C., 
510-514). Rates authorized for the 
transportation by express of property. 
except ordinary live stock, dependent 
upon the value declared in writing b) 
the shippers or agreed upon in writing 
- the released value. April 21, p. 


Fairmont Creamery Co. vs. A. T. & S 
F. et al.; case 9155; parts of 4th sect 
aps. 630 and 2318; petroleum fuel oi! 
(43 I. C. C., 515-519). April 21, p. 853. 

Fairmont Creamery Co. vs. Adams Ex- 
press et al.; case 7514; cream (43 I. C 
C., 724-725). May 5, p. 971. 
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Forest products from Falco, 


federal Milling Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. S. 
M. et al.; case 8658 (42 I. C. C., 632- 
635). (1) The maintenance of rates on 
wheat from Minneapolis, Minn., and 
other points taking the same rates 
consigned direct to Lockport or Ca- 
millus, N. Y.. Hillsdale, Litchfield or 
Coldwater, Mich., there milled, and 
the product shipped to Trunk Line 
territory or New England territory, 
which are higher than the contempo- 
raneous rates on flour, by more than 
the milling-in-transit charge of one- 
half cent per 100 pounds found to be 
unduly prejudicial to millers at Lock- 
port, Camillus, Litchfield, Hillsdale 
and Coldwater. (2) The maintenance 
of rates on wheat from Minneapolis 
and other points taking the same 
rates to Lockport and Camillus, which 
are higher than the rates contempo- 
raneously effective on flour from and 
to the same points found to be unduly 
prejudicial to millers at Lockport and 
Camillus. Feb. 3, p. 242. 

Ferguson, C. M., & Son Grocery Co. et 
al. vs. A. B. & A. et al.; case 8855; 
tomatoes (45 I. C. C., 81-82). June 23, 
p. 1395. 

Fern Glen Distilling Co. vs. St. L. & S. 
F. et al.; case 8922; whiskey (45 I. C. 
C., 101-102). June 23, p. 1395. 


Fish from Virginia; I. and S. 816 (42 I. 


Cc. C., 415-420). Proposed increased 
rates on fresh fish in less than car- 
loads from Norfolk and other Virginia 
points to Washington, Baltimore and 
New York found justified in part. 
Schedules under suspension ordered 
canceled, but without prejudice to re- 
spondent’s right to file tariffs conform- 
ing to the findings herein. Jan. 13, p. 
iv. 


Florida R. R. Commissioners vs. Florida 


East Coast: case 8532 (42 I. C. C., 
616-626). (1) The mere fact that the 
defendant’s policy of imposing a 
charge for special services differs from 
the policy in that regard of other car- 
riers in the same territory does not 
warrant a finding of unjust discrimi- 
nation. (2) Upon the facts shown of 
record the spotting charge of $2 a car 
demanded by the defendant for the 
receipt and delivery of carload ship- 
ments at industries on private or spur 
tracks along its line is not found to 
be unreasonable or otherwise unlaw- 
~— a dismissed. Jan. 27, 
p. 191. 


Florida state commission vs. Sdéuthern 


Express et al.; case 8871 (44 1. C. C., 
645-652). Upon complaint that the fa- 
cilities for the shipment of strawber- 
ries from Florida points to various 
destinations in eastern trunk line ter- 
ritory are inadequate and defective 


and that the rates for transportation- 


and refrigeration are unjust and un- 
reasonable; Held: (1) Following, the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in United States vs. 
Pennsylvania R. R. Co., 242 U. S., 208, 
the Commission is without authority, 
in the absence of undue discrimina- 
tion, to order carriers to acquire equip- 
ment of a special type or to require 
the transportation of refrigerator cars 
in passenger or special] trains. (2) 
Rates and_ refrigeration. charges for 
the transportation of strawberries 
from and to _ points involved not 
shown to be unjust and unreasonable. 
June 9. p. 1289. 


Ford Collieries Co. et al. vs. Bessemer 


& Lake Prie et al.; see coal from 
Pennsylvania mines; p. 11. 
ye * 


and S. 913; see McGowan-Foshee 
cael Co. vs. F. A. & G. et al.; p. 
919. 


Foundry Supply Manufacturers’ Assn. 


vs. Ann Arbor et al.; case 9001; core 
compound and foundry flour in Offi- 
‘ial Classification territory; I. and S. 
te (43 I. C. C., 734-737). April 28, p. 


Freeman, W. H., vs. Southern et al.: 


case 8730: ereosoting in transit (42 
[ C. C., 736-737). Feb. 10, vo. 299. 


Friedman. ,H., vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 


‘ase 8708: cotton mattress stock (45 I. 
_C. oy S4-96). 

‘ uits from Florida; I. and S. 886; Flor- 
da Growers’ and Shippers’ League vs. 
\. & V. et al.; case 9098; parts of 4th 
sect. ap. 458: ete. (43 I. C. C., 595- 
604). April 21, p. 857. 

*~-ults and vegetables: I. and S. 820 (43 
[.. C. C, 291-333). Upon investigation 
of ineressed rates and changes in 
ules applicable to the transportation 


of domestic fresh fruits, vegetables 
and melons from southern and south- 
western territory, Held: (1) Increased 
carload and less-than-carload rates, 
minimum weights and _ estimated 
weights from points east of the Mis- 
sissippi River, justified. (2) Increased 
refrigeration charges from points in 
Louisiana on the line of the Louisiana 
Ry. & Nav. Co., justified. (3) In- 
creased rates on fruits, vegetables and 
melons from points in Louisiana west 
of the Mississippi River which do not 
exceed the present rates from New 
Orleans or the rates to Colorado com- 
mon points, justified. (4) Where the 
former rates from points in Louisiana 
west of the Mississippi River were not 
higher than the former rates from 
New Orleans or the rates to Colorado 
common points, the increased rates, 
to the extent to which they exceed the 
present rates from New Orleans or 
the rates to Colorado common points, 
or to which they increase the dis- 
crimination against intermediate 
points in violation of the lonsg-and- 
short-haul rule of the fourth section, 
not justified. (5) Increased rates on 
potatoes from points in Arkansas, 
Oklahoma, .-Missouri and Kansas, not 
justified. (6) Increased rates on vege- 
tables of other kinds from Arkansas, 
Oklahoma and Missouri justified in 
part, but to the extent to which they 
exceed the differentials stated in the 
suspended schedules over the former 
rates on potatoes, not justified. (7) 
Increased rates on fruits from Arkan- 
sas. Oklahoma and Missouri, not justi- 
fied. (8) Increased rates on water- 
melons, cantaloupes and muskmelons 
from Arkansas, Oklahoma and Mis- 
souri, justified in part, but where the 
former rates were not higher than to 
Colorado common points, the increased 
rates, to the extent to which they ex- 
ceed the rates to Colorado common 
points or to which they increase the 
discrimination against intermediate 
points in violation of the long-and- 
short-haul of the fourth section not 
justified. April 7, p. 715. 

Fruit refrigeration; I. and S. 841 (43 I. 
Cc. C, 102-107). In view of the con- 
fusion and uncertainty of the record 
in respect of a auestion of controlling 
importance; ‘Held, That the proposed 
increased refrigeration charges from 
points in the states of Idaho, Oregon. 
Montana and Utah to points in other 
states have not been justified. Feb. 
24, p. 39 

Fuller. W. P., & Co. vs. A. T. & S..F. 
et al.: case 8567; linseed oil (44 I. C. 
C., 519-522). May 26, p. 1156. 

Furness, J. C.. Co. vs. American Express 
Co.: case 8069: strawberries (42 I. C. 
C.. 645-647). Feb. 3. p. 243. 


Gasoline from Coffeyville. Kan.: I. and 
S. 908 (43 I. C. C., 98-101). Proposed 
increased rates on gasoline in carloads 
via two lines and on petroleum and 
petroleum products via a third line 
from Coffeyville. Kan., to Kansas City 
and Sugar Creek. Mo.. and on petro- 
leum and petroleum products via all 
lines from Coffeyville. to Omaha and 
South Omaha, Neb.. and Council 


Bluffs. Iowa, applicable on shipments: 


originating at Delaware, Okla., found 
not justified. Feh. 24, p. 397. 

Gates; S. W., & Co. vs. &. P. et al.; 
case 8865: ties (45 I. C. C., 79-80). 
June 30, p. 1443. 

Glencoé Lime & Cement Co. vs. P. M. 
S S. Co. et al.: case 8341 (42 I. C. C., 
425-426). Claim for reparation on a 
shipment of hemn fiber from Sen 
Franciseo Cal.. to St. Touts, Mo., de- 
nied Complaint dismissed. Jan. 20, 
pm. 184. 

Glendale Cotton Gin Co. vs. G. (. & S. 
F. et al.; case 8394 (42 I. C. C, 360- 
361). Jan. 6. p. 19. 

Globe Lumber Co.. Ltd. vs. S. L. B. & S. 
et al.: case 8809: lumber (45 I. C. C., 
135-136). June 30, p. 1442. 

Globe Seap Co. vs. A. & S. et el.: case 
8226: also case &226, sub. 1 (45 1. C C., 
25-30). Rates for the transportation 
of cottonseed oil. soap stock. tank 
bottoms and inedible tallow in ecar- 
loads frem points in Arkansas. Louisi- 
ana. Missouri. Oklahoma ard Texas 
to Ivorvdale, St. Bernard and Cincin- 
nati. Ohio, increased in June. 1915. in 
conformity with the findines in the 
Five Per Cent Case, 32 FE. Cc C.. 325. 
held upon further hearing to he un- 
duly prejudicial. June 16, p. 1340. 


Good, O. S. 


Globe Stove and Range Co. vs. P. C. C, 


& St. L. et al.; case 8554; stoves (43 
I. C. C., 79-80). Feb. 24, p. 394. 

, vs. G. N. et al.; case 8584 
(42 I. C. C., 347-348). “Jan. 6, p. 18. 


Graff, IL. G., & Son vs. P. R. R. Co. et 


al.; case 8527 (43 I. C. C., 200-202). 
The failure of the Pennsylvania R. R. 
Co. to provide for reimbursement to 
shippers of the amount which insur- 
ance charges on grain stored in Ele- 
vator Bat Girard Point, Pa., exceeded 
similar charges which would have 
been incurred had the grain been stored 
in the new concrete elevator at the 
same point, found under the circum- 
stances shown of record to result in 
undue prejudice and disadvantage to 
complainants. Reparation awarded. 


March 10, p. 505. 
Grain from Indianapolis; I. and S. 894 
(a -§ Cc. C, We-Tis). 
441. 
Grain from Missouri points; I. and S. 
April 28, p. 


March 3, Pp. 


890 (43 I. C. C.; 737-740). 
918. 


Grain products rates via Great Lakes; 


cases 8895. 8907, 9037, 9085, 9147 (43 I. 
C. C., 550-560). (1) Increased through 
charges on grain products and by- 
products both domestic and export 
from points in the Chicago switching 
district via the Lehigh Valley Trans- 
portation Co. to points east of Buffalo, 
N. Y., not justified by the respondents. 
(2) Increased through charges from 
points in the Chicago and Milwaukee 
switching districts resulting from the 
refusal of the Great Lakes Transit 
Corporation to absorb switching 
charges, and from the initial rates es- 
tablished by the latter carrier from 
its docks, not shown to be unreason- 
able nor unduly preferential. (3) 
Charges effected by combination on 
Chicago of the rates from St. Louis 
to points east of Buffalo via the Great 
Lakes Transit Corporation when ap- 
plied to through shipments shown bv 
the complainant to be unreasonable 
and unduly preferential. Respondents 
required to establish joint through 
rail-lake-and-rail rates, but because of 
lack of evidence in this record no rates 
specifically prescribed as maxima. 
April 21. p. 853. 


Grain and grain products from Argo, 


Tll.; I. and S. 891 (43 I. C. C., 359-362). 
Proposed cancellation of joint through 
rail-lake-and-rail. commodity rates on 
products and by-products of grain 
from Argo, Tll.. to various destinations 
east of Buffalo not justified, except 
with reference to glucose. April 7, p. 
730. 


Grain to Little Rock. Ark.: I. and S. 899 


(44 I. C. C.. 355-358). May 12. p. 1036. 


Grand Island Commercial Club et al. 


vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 7474: same 
vs. M. K. & T. et al.; case 7488 (42 
I. C. C.. 401-405). Jan. 13, p. 75. 


Grand Trunk Ry. Co. of Canada; appli- 


cation ‘under Panama Canal act; case 
6624 (43 I. C. C., 286-290). Upon re- 
hearing, Held, That the existing serv- 
ice by water of the Canada Atlantic 
Transit Co. is being operated in the 
interest of the public and is of ad- 
vantage to the convenience and com- 
merce of the people, and that an ex- 
tension thereof will neither exclude, 
prevent, nor reduce competition on 
the route bv water here under consid- 
eration. The Canada Atlantic Tran- 
sit Co. will be required to file its 
tariffs in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the Act to reguiate com- 
merce as amended by the Panama 
Canal act March 3&1, p. 661. 


Graves Coal & Coke Co. vs. St. L. & S. 


F. et al.; case 824; coal (45 I. C. C., 
579-580). April 28, p. 900. . 


Green. A. P., Fire Brick Co. vs. C. & A. 


et al.; case 8483 (44 I. C. C., 448-455). 
Present relation of rates on fire brick 
in carloads from Mevyico and St. Louis, 
Mo., found to be unduly preiudicial to 
complainant and preferential of ship- 
pers at St. Louis: defendants reauired 
to revise rates to territory relatively 
near, giving recognition to substantial 
differences in distance. May 19, p. 
1101. 


Green, R. H.. et aly vs. A. & V.; case 


8542: also 8542. sub. 1, and 4th sect. 
ap. 601 (43 I. C. C.. 662-679). (1) Rate 
of &§ cents per 100 pounds on coarse 
grain and grain products from Vicks- 
burg. Miss., when originating at St. 
T.ouis, Mo.. to Jackson. Miss... justi- 
fied. (2) Reshipping rate of 20 cents 
per 100 pounds on coarse grain and 
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grain products from St. Louis, Mo., to 
Jackson and Meridian, Miss., justified. 
(3) Authority to continue rates on 
grain and grain products from Vicks- 
burg to Mobile, Ala., lower than the 
rates contemporaneously applicable on 
like traffic to Jackson and points in- 
Me eae thereto, denied. April 28, 
p. ® 
Greenburg, A. L., Iron Co. vs. Eastern 
Illinois et al.; case 7000; steel culverts 
(44 I. C. C., 263-265). May 5, p. 973. 
Guggenhime &é Ca waa Tr € SE. PR 
et al.; case 8850; fig pulp (45 1. Cc. CG, 
60). June 23, p. 1394. 
Gulf Refining ‘Co. vs. tLsk. KF. é 
Tex. et al.; case 8550; gasoline and 
—* (43 I. a <. 757- 759). May 5, 


97 

ounete Mill & Elevator Co. vs. C. R. 

& P.; case 8236 (42 I. C. C., 143- 145). 
Jan. 13, p. 65. 

Hallack & Howard Lumber Co. vs. D. & 
R. G. et al.; case 8424; reparation (42 
I. C. C., 591-592). Feb. 3, p. 241. 

Hale Halsell Grocery Co. vs. M. K. & T. 
et al.; case 8233 (42 I. C. C., 491-494). 
Jan. 20, p. 126. 

Haley-Neeley Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 8442; apples (44 I. C. C., 763- -764). 


June 9, p. 1297. 

Haskell Manufacturing Co. et al. vs. 
N. ¥. N. & @& H. et al.; case 8667: 
portion of 4th sect. ap. 775; iron and 
steel articles (44 I. C. C., 499-501). 
May 26, p. 1156. 

Harrison Bros. & Co., Inc., vs. B. & O. 


et al.; case 8892; pyrites cinder (45 
I. C. C., 85-86). June 23, p. 1395. 
Hartford & N. Y. Transportation Co. 
Joint Rates; I. and S. 873 (43 I. Cc. C., 
417-419). April 21, p. 843. 
Haugh, A. T.. et al. vs. Oregon-Wash- 


ington R. R. & N. Co. et al.; case 
8340; lumber overcharges (42 I. C. C., 
713-715). Feb. 10, p. 299. 

Hawkeye Oil Co. vs. C. G. W. et al.; 
case 8145 (42 I. C. C., 243-245). Jan. 
6, p. 15. 

Healy, P., vs. C. & O. et al.; case 8715; 
coke (44 I. C. C., 753-754). June 16, 
p. 1337. 

Healy & Towle vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 8465 (43 I. C. C., 83-84). (1) The 
Chicago & Northwestern Ry. Co. filed 


and posted a tariff naming a through 
rate of $82.50 per car on horses, in 
carloads, from South Omaha, Neb., a 
point on the Chicago & Northwestern 
Ry.. to Wausau, Wis., in connection 
with the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneap- 
olis & Omaha Ry. Co. The concur- 
rence of the latter carrier was limited 
to traffic originating or terminating 
on its line, and therefore a combina- 
tion rate based on Sioux City, Iowa, 
which was higher than the $82.50 rate, 
was charged on certain carloads of 
horses from South Omaha to Wausau; 
Held, That the rate of $82.50 was dis- 
played to the public as unrestricted in 
the tariff of the Chicago & Northwest- 
ern Ry., and reparation awarded. (2) 
Rates charged on two carloads of 
horses from Sioux City to Wausau not 
shown to have been unreasonable. 


Feb. 24, p. 395. 

Hearon, H. A., et al. vs. Ill. Cent.; case 
7674; 4th sect. aps. 1605 and 2045; ve- 
hicles (43 I. C. C., 577-578). April 28, 
p. 900. 

Helena-Thebes lumber; I. and S. 951 (44 
I. C. C., 277-278). May 5, p. 976. 

Herb Bros. & Martin vs. P. C. C. & St. 
L.; case 7701; bran (42 I. C. C., 583- 
584). Jan. 27, p. 190. 

Hill, B. P., Grain Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et 
al.; case 8466 (42 I. C. C., 321-322). 
Jan. 6, p. 18. 

Hill Produce Co. vs. N. C. & St. L. et 
al.; case 8444 (44 I. C. C., 582-595). 


Rates on eggs, live poultry and 
dressed poultry from Lebanon and 
Watertown, Tenn., to Baltimore, Phil- 
adelphia, New York and other eastern 
points found neither unreasonable nor 


(1) 


unduly preferential. (2) Rates on 
eggs, live poultry and dressed poultry 
from Lebanon and Watertown to 


points in the southeast for local con- 
sumption and for export to Havana, 
Cuba, found neither unreasonable nor 
unduly preferential. (3) Rates on 
eggs, live poultry and dressed poultry 
from points on and north of the Ohio 
River, including St. Louis and Chi- 
cago, to points in the southwest for 
local consumption and for export to 
Havana found neither unreasonable 
nor unduly preferential. (4) Publica- 
tion of separate charges for icing in 
the territory involved south of the 








Ohio River held not unreasonable. (5) 
Present method of publishing icing 
and re-icing charges on eggs and 
dressed poultry to territory south of 
the Ohio River found unreasonable; 
carriers required to reshape their 
tariffs publishing a flat maximum 
charge to cover the total service. (6) 
Allegation of exaction by the carrier 
of charges not warranted by tariff not 
sustained by proof. (7) Authority 
granted under the fourth section to 
the Tennessee Central R.-R. Co. and 
connections to continue rates on eggs 
and poultry from Nashville to eastern 
destinations lower than the rates con- 
temporaneously applicable on like 
traffic from Lebanon, Watertown and 
other intermediate points to the same 
destinations. June 2, 1224. 
Himmelberger-Harrison Lumber Co. vs. 
St. L. I. M. & S.; case 8348; lumber 
(44 I. C. C., 548-552). May 26, p. 1161. 
Hocking Domestic Coal Co. vs. K. & M.; 
case 8599 (44 I. C. C., 392-400). The 
defendant, in order to connect two 
separated parts of its line, uses a por- 
tion of the rails of another carrier, 
subject to a condition in the trackage 
agreement that excludes the defendant 
from serving industries on private 
sidetracks connected with the leased 
line. Upon complaint of the operator 
of a coal mine on such a sidetrack, 
demanding service at its mine; Held, 
That the defendant, under the re- 
straint of the contragt, may lawfully 
decline to serve it. * Complaint dis- 
missed. May 12, p. 1040. 
Hollingshead, J. D., Co. vs. St. L. & S. 


F. et al.; case 8655; misrouting of gum 
ay (42 I. C. C., 639-640). Feb. 3, 
p. 243. 


Hollingshead & Blei Co. vs. N. Y. & P. 
et al.; case 9242; crossties (45 I. C. C., 
169-170). June 30, p. 1443. 

Hollingshead & Blei Co. vs. St. L. I. M. 
& S. et al.; case 8887; staves (45 I. C. 


C., 153-154). June 30, p. 1443. 
Hormel, G. A., & Co. vs. C. & G. W. et 
al.; case 7198; meat from Minnesota 


(43 I. C. C., 23-28). Feb. 10, p. 300. 


Houston Chamber of Commerce vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 9104; packing 
house products (44 I. C. C., 349-352). 
May 12, p. 1035. 

Hudson Motor Car Co. vs. G. T. of Can- 
ada et al.; case 8551 (42 I. C. C., $41- 
$42). Jan. 6. p. i6 


Hurd, C. R., Brokerage Co. vs. Wichita 
Valley et al.; case 8926; pecans (45 I. 
C. C., 117-118). June 30, p. 1441. 

Hutchinson Traffic Bureau vs. C. R. I. & 
P. et al.; case 8272; class rates (43 I 
C. C., 689-694). May 5, p. 971. 

Illinois Steei Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 


-_ _ (42 I. C. C., 383-384). Jan. 
» Pp. <0. 
Independent Ice, Feed & Fuel Co. vs. 


San Pedro, Los Angeles & Salt Lake 
et al.; case 7369; coal (44 I. C. C., 666- 
669). June 9, p. 1288. 

Independent Harvester Co. vs. C. I. & 
L. et al.; case 8806; agricultural im- 
plements (45 I. C. C., 151-152). June 
30, p. 1443. 

Independent Brewing Assn. vs. C. M. & 
St. P. et al.; case 7387 (42 L. C. C., 
129-132). Charges on beer in carloads 
from Division street station, Chicago, 
Til., to Hammond, Ind., and for the 
transportation of empty beer pack- 
ages. in carloads from Hammond to 
Division street station, Chicago, not 
shown to have been unreasonable, un- 
justly discriminatory, unduly preju- 
dicial, or in violation -of the fourth 
section. Unpublished components of 
the through rates charged prescribed 
as reasonable for the future. Jan. 6, 


p. 9. 

Industrial Traffic Assn. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 7598; chain hoists (43 I. C. C., 
729-731). May 5, p. 972. 

Inland Navigation Co., Inc., vs. Wabash 
et al.; case 8709 (43 I. C. C.. 588-594). 
Complainant, operating a barge line 
on the Mississippi River, between St. 
Louis, Mo., and Memphis, Tenn., and 
New Orleans, La., seeks the establish- 
ment of through routes and joint rates 
with defendants on classes and com- 
modities between certain points on 
their respective lines and Memphis 
and New Orleans; Held: (1) By re- 
fusing to establish through routes in 
connection with the navigation com- 
pany and joint rates applicable there- 
to not higher than the joint all-rail 
rates between the same points in 
which they participate, defendants 
unjustly discriminate against com- 

















plainant and subject traffic routed via 
the barge line to unreasonable preju- 
dice and disadvantage. (2) If carriers 
are permitted to apply higher rates for 
the same service on traffic routed over 
connecting water iines than on traffic 
routed all rail, they will be in a posi- 
tion to destroy water competition and 
to deprive communities and shippers 
of ‘the advantages of location upon 
navigable waters. (3) Defendants 
should establish through routes and 
joint rates with the navigation com- 
pany via St. Louis, such rates to be 
no higher than those in which defend- 
ants participate, on traffic routed all 
rail via St. Louis or East St. Louis 
a the same points. April 28, 
p. 

International Harvester Co. of N. J. vs. 
Cc. & N. W. et al.; case 9044; sisal 
fiber (45 I. C. C., 105-106). June 23, 
p. 1395. 

International Paper Co. vs. Maine Cen- 
tral et al.; case 8547 (43 I. C. C., 159- 
161). March 3, p. 446. 

International Paper Co. vs. Maine Cen- 
tral - al.; case 8425; newsprint pape) 
(45 I. C. C., 30-32). June 16, p. 1342 

Iowa & Southwestern vs. C. B. & Q.; 
ease 5441 (42 I. C. C., 389-395). Com- 
plaint seeks establishment of through 
interstate routes and joint rates be- 
tween points on lines of complainant 
and defendant, respectively, and 
switching by defendant to and from 
industries located on its tracks at 
Clarinda, lowa, carload, shipments 
transported to and from Clarinda in- 
terstate by complainant and its con- 
nection, the Wabash Railroad; Held: 
(1) That through interstate routes 
and joint rates should be established 
and maintained between points on 
lines of complainant and defendant, 
respectively, which shall place College 
Springs, Iowa, on a rate parity with 


Coin, Braddyville and Shambaugh, 
Iowa. (2) That to require defendant 
to perform the _ switching service 


sought by complainant would be to 
require defendant to participate in 
through routes which would include 
substantially less than its entire line 
of railroad between the termini of 
such routes, and would contravene the 
proviso of section 3 of the act as in- 
terpreted and applied in Louisville 
Board of Trade vs. L. & N. R. R. Co., 
40 I. C. C., 679. (3) That part of the 
order herein of Oct. 6, 1914, which re- 
quired defendant to receive from com- 
plainant at Clarinda and deliver on 
tracks of defendant interstate ship- 
ments, rescinded. Jan. 6, p. 20. 

Iron and. steel; Western Export Iron and 
Steel case; I. and S. 931 (43 I. C. C., 


129-131). March 3, p. 444. 
Iron ore rate cases; cases 6210, 4608, 
6026, 6027 (44 I. C. C., 368-378). Upon 


supplemental proceedings, the findings 
and conclusions announced in _ the 
original report herein are confirmed 
and the tentative tariffs submitted by 
the respondents as required are, with 
certain minor exceptions, approved. 


Order entered accordingly. May 5, p. 


977. 

Isbell, S. M., Co. vs. C. N. et al.; case 
8566; switching beans in transit (42 
I. C. C., 724-725). Feb. 10, p. 299. 

James, Crawford, vs. T. & P. et al.; 


case 8363; 
pine ng (43 I. C. 


part of 4th sect. ap. 466; 
C., 753-754). May 


5, p. 972. 

James, C. Elton, et al. vs. Washington 
& Old Dominion et al.; case 9076; 
street railway fares (44 I. C. C., 570- 


573). May 26, p. 1162. 
Johnstown, Pa., switching; I. and S. 
862; Valley Smokeless Coal Co. et al. 
vs. P. R. R. Co. et al.; case 8956 (43 
I. C. C., 654-661). (1) Proposed in- 
crease in through rates on coal from 
mines on the Johnstown & Stony 
Creek R. R., within the Clearfield dis- 
trict, to eastern destinations, found 
not justified. (2) Refusal of the de- 
fendants to apply the Clearfield dis- 
trict rates to eastern interstate des- 
tinations on coal from mines served 
by the Johnstown & Stony Creek R. 
R., while extending such rates to 
other mines generally throughout the 
Clearfield district, found to result in 
undue prejudice and disadvantage to 
complainants. (3) Defendants _ re- 
quired to extend the Clearfield district 
rates to apply from mines of com- 
plainants by means of abosrption or 
joint rates which shall not exceed the 
existing Clearfield district rates to 
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l1- eastern interstate destinations. (4) able and unduly prejudical. (2) Fourth Commission of Texas, and others, for 
rs Reparation awarded. April 28, p. 909. section relief denied. May 26, p. 1161. reopening and leave to_ intervene 
or Kansas state commission vs. A. & V. Lachman, A., & Co. et al. vs. S. P. Co. granted; for vacation of order of July 
er et al.; case 6119: also 6119, subs. 1 and et al.; case 7380 (42 I. C. C., 440-447). 7, 1916, denied). Feb. 10, p. 299. 
ic 2, and case 6228 (44 I. C. C., 743-745). Defendants’ rate of 75 cents per 100 Low Moor Iron Co. of Va. et al. vs. C. 
= In view of the findings and order in pounds for the transportation of wine & O. et al.; case 5891 (42 I. C. C., 221- 
1d rates from New Orleans and Galves- in barrels in carloads from points in 230). Upon petition of the Norfolk & 
rs ton to Missouri River cities, infra, California to points in eastern defined Western Ry. Co. and the Chesapeake 
yn page 727, announced concurrently territories, as compared with the same & Ohio Ry. Co., divisions of joint rates 
ts herewith, and of the many changes rate On wine in tank cars between the on pig iron in carloads from certain 
1d in rates made since these complaints same points, not found to be in viola- Virginia furnaces to Baltimore, Phil- 
a were filed, and for other reasons tion of the act; complaint dismissed. adelphia, New York and Boston, and 
de stated in the report, the record herein Jan. 20, p. 121. other points described. Jan. 13, p. 67. 
i- affords no appropriate basis for find- Lake and rail cancellation: I. and S. 799 Lumber from Indiana stations; I. and 
Ll] ings and an order. The complaints (42 I. C. C., 518-522). Proposed can- S. 863 (48 I. C. C., 117-120). March 
1S are therefore dismissed without preju- cellation of joint rail-lake-and-rail 3s. p. 241. 
8, dice. June 9, p. 1287. class and commodity rate from points Lumber from Oklahoma; I. and §S. 813 
Kaw River Sand & Material Co. vs. A. in the east to points south and west (42 I. C. C., 567-571). . (1) Proposed 
Ss. T. & 8S. ¥. et al.; ease 8238 (42 L. C. C., of the great lakes, now maintained advances on hardwood lumber to the 
al 504-508). Charges imposed by the by the respondent rail carriers in con- basis of the yellow-pine rates from 
3, Kansas City Terminal Ry. at Kansas nection with two boat lines operating points on the’St. Louis & San Fran- 
City, Mo., for switching numerous on the lakes, the Cleveland & Buffalo cisco and on the Texas, Oklahoma & 
_ carloads of sand, originating at Transit Company and the Detroit & Eastern railways, in the state of Okla- 
- Turner, Kan., from its points of inter- Cleveland Navigation Company, not homa, to points west of the Missis- 
change with the Atchison, Topeka & justified. Jan. 13, p. 86. sippi River, and also the proposed ad- 
1- Santa Fe Ry. to points on its line Lake and rail cancellations (No. 3); I. vances in both hardwood and yellow- 
1 within the switching limits of Kansas and S. 984 (44 I. C. C., 745-749). A pine rates to basis of the ‘“‘Thebes 
- City, found to have been and to be earrier operating exclusively in Can- combination” from the same territory 
i. unreasonable and unduly prejudicial. ada cannot be required to maintain to points east of the Mississippi River, 
1- Reparation awarded and reasonable joint arrangements with domestic car- found justified. (2) Proposed ad- 
rh maximum switching charges. pre- riers for the transportation of traffic vances on yellow-pine lumber to basis 
=~ scribed for the future. Jan. 20, p. 126. from and to points in the United of the hardwood rates from points in 
it Kelley-How-Thomson Co. vs. Northern States. Order of suspension directed Oklahoma and Arkansas north of the 
id Pacific; case 8486 (43 I. C. C., 199-200). against a schedule filed by the Grand vellow-pine blanket to points east of 
m March 17. p. 547. Trunk Railway System canceling joint the Mississippi River, not found to be 
at Kentucky-Indiana Hardwood Co. vs. rates with the Northwestern Steam- justified. Jan. 27, p. 
ts Southern Ry. in Mississippi et al.; case ship Company and eastern trunk lines Lumber to eastern Colorado; I. and S. 
1~ 8162 (43 I. C. C., 154-156). March 10, on traffic from Lake Superior ports 959 (43 I. C. C., 687-688). May 6, p. 
3 p. 497. vacated. June 9, p. 1291. 971. 
1: Kimberly Clark Co. vs. American Ex- Lamb-Fish Lbr. Co. vs. Y. & M. V. et Lumber to Texas ports; I. & S. 968 (44 
=S cee? Co.; case 8787; paper (45 I. C. al.; case 8535 (42 I. C. C., 458-460). I. C. C., 275-277). Proposed readjust- 
d C., 7-8). June 16, p. 1337. Jan. 13, p. 82. ment of rates on lumber and articles 
yn King, M., Elevator Co. vs. ©. B. & Q. Lamb-Fish Lbr. Co. vs. Y. & M. V. et taking lumber rates from points in 
t, et al.;: case 8315 (42 I. Cc. C., 301-302). al.; case 8384 (42 I. C. C., 470-472). Louisiana and Texas on lines of re- 
3c Jan. 6. p. 17. Jan. 13, p. 84. spondents to Texas ports for export 
h Knoxville Tron Co. vs. A. B. & A. et al.; Lehigh Portland Cement Co. vs. B. & O. or coastwise movement found justified. 
h, ease 7828; iron ore (43 I. C. C., 747- S. W. et al.; case 6776; also case 8430 May 5, p. 976. 
nt 748). May 5, p. 972. and portions of 4th sect. aps. 1479, Lumber to Iowa points; I. and S. 932 
2€ Kosmos Portland Cement Co. vs. Il. 1548. 1952, 2056, 2057, 3965, 4966 (42 I. (44 I. @ C., 401-406). (1) Proposed 
LO Cent. et al.; case 7433 (42 I. C. C., c. C., 406-415). (1) Prescribed rates increased rates on lumber and articles 
in $77-379). Jan. ‘1%,. p.. 7. on cement in carloads from Mitchell, taking same rates from St. Louis, Mo., 
le La Crosse Shippers’ Assn. for Interstate Ind., to Kentucky junctions found on and grouped points to territory in 
1€ ‘Oil Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; case 8593 rehearing not to be too low generally, Missouri and Iowa intermediate to 
of (43 I. C. C., 438-440). April 14, p. 777. but to require some modification. (2) Kansas City, Mo., and Council Bluffs, 
1e La Crosse Shippers’ Assn., for’ Cargill Rates from Fordwick, Va., and Kings- Iowa, justified. (2) Proposed _in- 
1- Coal Co. et al. vs. C. M. & St. P. et port, Tenn., found unjustly discrimi- creased rates on lumber and articles 
le al.: case 9622: also case 8652, same vs. natory in comparison with the rates taking lumber rates from Cairo, IIL, 
Dey c.'c. c & St. L. et al.: 4th sect. aps. prescribed from Mitchell. (3) Fourth St. Louis, Mo., and grouped points to 
1€ a9 & 2874 (48 1.C. C.. 605-614). (1) section applications denied in part and points in southeastern Iowa, not justi- 
“ Rates on bituminous coal in carloads granted in part. Jan. 13. p. 75. fied. May 12, p. 1043. 
1- from various producing points in West L. C. L. minimum handling charges; I.| Lumber; see southeastern lumber; p. 
mn rt and S. 907 (48 I. C. C., 266-267). 129. 
>. Virginia to La Crosse, Wis., not shown ™ =e. ’ 
to be unreasonablee unjustly discrim- March 31, p. 65 Macey Co. et al. vs. Pere Marquette et 
inatory, or unduly prejudicial. (2) Lexington (Ky.) Board of Commerce vs. al.: case 8480; trap car charges (42 
id Carriers authorized to continue and to C. N. O. & T. P.; case 8677 (44 I. C. I. C. C., 593-599). Feb. 3, p. 
yey establish the same rates on bitumin- C., 407-416). Class and commodity Machin, J. W., vs. N. P.; case ‘Sant: 
ous coal from certain Lake Michigan rates between Cincinnati, O., and Lex- eorn. (43 I. C. C., 715-718). Feb. 
8, ports to Eau Claire, Chippewa Falls, ington, Ky.. increased on Jan. 1, 1916, 246. 
mn Menomonie Junction and Menomonie, found justified. Complaint dismissed. Macon, Ga., Chamber of Commerce 
38 Wis., as are in effect from Duluth, May 12, p. 1045. Freight Bureau vs. M. D. & S. et al.; 
1€ Minn., to the same destinations, and Lindsay Commission Co. vs. N. P.; case case 8869; coal (45 I. C. C., 83-84). 
od to continue higher rates to certain 8404 and sub. 1; dried beans (44 I. C. June 23. p. 1395. 
dy intermediate points on their lines, pro- C., 759-762). June 16, p. 1337. Maloney Tank Mfg. Co. vs. St. L. & S. 
th vided that the rates to intermediate Long & Bellamy Bros. Co. vs. C. & W: F. et al.; case 8662; fabrication in 
d. points from Lake Michigan ports shall C. et al.: case 8020; potatoes (43 I. C. transit (42 I. C. C., 605-606). Jan. 27, 
Pp. not exceed the rates on like traffic C., 186-188). March 10, p. 497. p. 191. 
: from Duluth and that present rates Lost or damaged freight replacement; Marion & Rye Valley Ry. Co. and Vir- 
o to said intermediate points are not I. and S. 914 (43 I. C. C€., 257-258). ginia Southern R. R. Co. (in re); case 
42 exceeded. (3) Rates on bituminous March 24, p. 601. RR29 (42 I. C. C., 607-613). Jan. 27, p. 
coal in carloads from various produc- Lourie Mfg. Co. vs. C. N. et al.; case 194. 
i. ing in Illinois and from St. Louis, 8496 and sub. 1 (42 I. C. C., 448-453). Markley, G. E., & Co. vs. A. C. L. et 
6; Mo.. and points taking the same rates Upon petition for the establishment of al.; case 8505 (42 I. C. C., 187-188). 
ly to La Crosse, Wis., found to have through routes via the lines of the IIli- Jan. 6. p. 11. 
been justified by defendants. (4) The nois Traction System and defendant Mayer, Richard, Co. vs. Southern et al.; 
yn requirement of a differential between steam roads from Fetzer, Ill., to points case 7578; classification (43 I. C. C., 
6; screenings and other sizes of bitumin- on the New York Central lines in 727-728). April 28, p. 918. 
)- ous coal not found to be (justified. specified territory; for the establish- McClintick & Co. va LL & NB. ot al.: 
? April 28, p. 902. ment of joint through rates applicable case 8657 (42 I. C. C., 429-430). Jan. 
S. La Crosse Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. C. over such routes not higher than the 6, p. 22. 
il. Ty. & L. et al.; case 8642; coke (43 I. joint through rates charged bv the McDavitt Bros., of Brownsville, Tex., et 
43 C. C., 520-525). April 28, p. 897. steam roads for the transportation of al. vs. St. L. B. & M. et al.; case 8904: 
1- La Crosse Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. C. like traffic from Springfield, Ill., to the proper parties not named; vegetables 
m & N. W. et al.; case 8594; beer (42 same points; and for reparation upon (42*T. C. C.. 695-696). May 5, p. 971. 
ly l. C. C:, 727-729). Feb. 3. a. 247%. certain shipments, Held: (1) Through McKay & Morgan vs. L. & N. et al; 
S- La Crosse Shippers’ .Assn. et al. vs. C. & routes as prayed for should be main- case 8837; canned hominy and sauer 
id N. W. et al.; case 7248; class (44 I. C. tained by defendants, but present ac- kraut (45 I. C. C., 146-148). June 30, 
oe C., 512-513). May 19. p. 1100. tion by the Commission is unneces- p. 1442. 
S- la Crosse Shippers’ Assn. vs. C. M. & sary, such routes being already in| McLean Lumber Co. et al. vs. A. B. & 
S- St. P. et al.; case 8651; beer (44 I. C. operation. (2) Present combination A. et al.; case 7543 (42 I. C. C., 247- 
od C.: 497-499). May 26, p. 1156. rates from Fetzer, Tll... to said points 249). Jan. 6, p. 16. 
4 la Crosse Chamber of Commerce et al. - applicable via the lines of the Illinois McGowan-Foshee Lumber Co. vs. F. A. 
to vs. Great Lakes Transit Corporation Traction System and defendant steam & G. et al.; case 7146: forest products 
1e et al.; case 9347; rail and lake (44 I. roads are excessive and unreasonable. from Falco. Ala.; I. and S. 913 (43 I. 
in _C. C., 506-508). May 26, p. 1156. Defendants called upon to readjust C. C., 581-587). Rates on yellow-pine 
to 4a Crosse Shippers’ Assn. vs. C. B. & their rates. (3) Record does not afford lumber from Falce. Ala., on the Flor- 
e- Q. et al.; case 8592; 4th sect. aps. 458, a basis for an order of reparation. ida, Alabama & Gulf R. R., twenty-six 
ct 542, 1548, 1952, 2045, 3965 (44 I. C. C.. Jan. 20, n. 124. miles from Galliver, Fla., its junction 
1- 554-556). (1) Rates on pig iron in Louisiana R. R. Commission vs. Aransas with the Louisville & Nashville R. R., 
or carloads from _ Birmingham,  Ala., Harbor Terminal Ry. Co. et. al. to various destinations north of the 
1€ Chattanooga, Tenn., and grouped (Shreveport case); case 8418 and oth- Ohio River found unreasonable and 
to points taking the same rates, to La ers (43 I. C. C., 46-49). Petitions of unduly prejudicial to the extent that 


Crosse, Wis., found to be unreason- attorney general of Texas, Railroad since Jan. 1, 1916, they have exceeded 
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Milk and cream investigation; case 8558; of the rates resulting in increase Ni 
2 cents per 100 pounds, and for the also H. P. Hood & Sons vs. D. & H.; charges is not established of record 
future unduly prejudicial in so far as case 7852 (48 I. C. C., 375-377). ‘April April 7, p. 732. Ni 
pone 4 exceed the rates contemporane- p. 732. National Pickle & Canning Co. vs. Per 
ously in effect from Galliver. Repara- Miller Bros. vs. St. L. & S. F. et al.; Marquette et al.; case 8791; part o | 
tion awarded. April 28, p. 919. case 8078 (42 I. C. C., 261-269). Jan. 4th sect. ap. 2060; pickles (44 1. C. C Ne 
Meats, fresh, frum St. Louis; I. and S. 6. p10. 502-503). May 19, p. 1100. 
943 (44 I. C. C., 365-367). May 12, p. Miller-Jackson Grain Co. vs. P. O. & N. National Silica Co. vs. T. A. & W. e ) 
1036, et al.; case 8269 (43 I. C. C., 147-148). al:; case 8306; glass sand (43 I. C. C. N: 
Mebius & Drescher Co. vs. Central Cali- March 3, p. 446. 63-64). Feb. 24, p. 394. 
fornia Traction Co. et al.; case 8675; Milwaukee, Chamber of Commerce of National Syrup Co. vs. C. & N. W. e 
+ (42 I. C. C., 599-602). Feb. 3, p. the city of, vs. C. M. & St. P.; case al.; case 5387; glucose (43 I. C. C., 228 Oz 
242. 8870; grain switching (43 I. C. C., 725- 230). March 31, p. 657. : 
Melrose Milling Co. vs. G. N.; case 7077" 726). May 5, p. 972. National Slag Co. vs. L. V. et al.; case ( 
and sub. numbers; grain (43 I. C. C., Mississippi Railroad Commission et al. 8940; slag (45 I. C. C., 125-127). June Oz 
741-744). May 5, p. 972. vs. N. O. M. & C. et al.; case 7651; 30, p. 1444. ( 
Mesker, G. L., & Co. vs. L. & N.; case cabbages (42 I. C. C., 574-578). Feb. New England Lumber Rates (No. 2): | , 
8211; structural iron (43 1. C. C., 55- 3, p. 241. and S. 895 (43 I. C. C., 641-653). Re 
56). Feb. 17, p. 348. Missouri River cities adjustment; rates spondents have established the pro OL 
Memphis, City of, et al. vs. C. R. I. & from New Orleans and Galveston to priety of proposed increased rates o: 


the rates from Galliver by more than 


P. et al.; case 7304 (43 I. CG. C.,, 121- Missouri River cities; see class and lumber and articles taking the lum- | 
128). Following our original report in commodity; p. 1283. ber rates from points of production i: Ot 
this case, 39 L C. C., 256, an order Molasses from Texas and Louisiana the state of Maine and in eastern ; 
entered: (1) Prescribing a reasonable (No. 2); I. and S. 845 (43 I. C. C., 85- Canada to destinations in central ani 
distance scale of maximum class rates 89). . (1)_ Proposed increased carload southern New England and in_ the Ok 
between Memphis, Tenn., and points rate on domestic molasses from New eastern part of the state of New York "I 
within the state of Arkansas on and Orleans, La., and points taking the April 28, p. 90. Oi 
east of the main line of the St. Louis, same rates to Texarkana, Ark-Tex., New England rail and lake; [. and §&. 
Iron Mountain & Southern Ry. ex- and points taking the same rates, 885 (43 I. C. C., 162-164). March 10, Ok 
tending from Texarkana, Ark., through justified. (2) Proposed increased car- p. 497. 
Little Rock, northeasterly toward St. load rate on molasses from Monroe,| New Orleans terminal aiiowances; |. 
Louis, and to points on the St. Louis, La., to Texarkana, Ark-Tex., justified. and S. 812 (42 I. C. C., 748-755). Pro- : 
Iron Mountain & Southern Ry. west (3) Proposed increased carload rate on posed allowance of 18 cents per ton 
of Little Rock on.its line to Fort domestic molasses from points on the to cover switching charges and the Ol 
Smith, to and including Conway, Ark., line of the Texas & Pacific Railway, cost of transfer direct from cars 
and west from Newport, Ark., on the Westwego Elevators to New Orleans, through chutes or conveyors into 
White River division, to and including La., inclusive, to points on the line of barges, boats or other vessels lying 
Batesville, Ark. (2) Requiring the the same respondent, Boyd, Ark., to alongside tipples and wharves, of coal Or 
defendant carriers to remove the un- Kiblah, Ark., inclusive, not justified. shipped from Alabama mines to New ri 
due’ discrimination found to. exist (4) Proposed change in tariff rule Orleans, found not justified and sched- : 
against Memphis due to the present whereby the amount of molasses in- ules under suspension ordered can- Or 
relationship of class rates between cluded with sugar or honey in a mixed celed. Respondent authorized to es- ‘ 
Memphis and points in Arkansas on carload shipment may not exceed one- tablish tariff rules providing for the ] 
and east of the main line of the St. third of the total weight of the ship- absorption of switching charges, and ‘ 
Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern Ry. ment, not justified. Feb. 17, p. 348. for the payment of handling charges Or 
extending from Texarkana, Ark., Montague Mailing Machinery Co. vs. in an amount which shail not exceed ' 
through Little Rock, northeasterly to- A wa p Rag Figen _ (421.6. C., 11 cents per ton. Feb. 3, p. 250. oe 
ward St. Louis, and to points on the St. vi-ovod). Jan. jo, Pp. . ry . 2 CC bes 
Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern Ry Montgomery Cotton Exchange vs. L. & N.Y. &N. J. Froduce Co., Ine. vs. , 
aha By “4 - a N.- . ‘ Cc. 197- N. Y. C.; case 9067; potatoes (45 I. C. ( 
west of Little Rock on its line to Fort N.; case 8432; cotton (43 I. C. C., 197 CG. 903-304 7 30 1442 
Smith, to and including Conway, Ark 198). March 17, p. 547. ren ¥ ae oe See ;, Pe 
Ith, to a ng Conway, Ark., > , . New York commutation tares: I. and S a 
and west from Newport, Ark., on the Moore, Lucas E., Stave Co. vs. B. & A.; . . eks_ oF ne . ‘ 
~gh =: owe 2 mol ~ ame nen - ¢ > nastier? 814 (42 I. C. C., 354-356). A proposed 
White River division, to and includin case 9393; demurrage on export freight : as ; ( 
¥- 7 : 8 ‘ as) -68 fay 5 7 tariff rule providing that no monthly 
Batesville, Ark., and class rates be- (43 I. C. C., 679-680). May 5, p. 91. > oohoot tattle tishet «ik be Pa 
tween points within that portion of | Moore, G. I, vs. St. L. & S. F. et al.; OF Schoo! COmmMuUtavlon CickeL wi Dt { 
, i - POET 9 sold to any person who, having previ- : 
the state of Arkansas described in case 6955: part of 4th sect. ap. 3241 usly come sale o tite” anil g 
this paragraph. (3) Requiring the de- (43 I. C. C., 749-752). April 28, p. 919. | ea a Sa Se ee 1 
fendant carriers to remove the undue Napanee Lumber & Mfg. Co. vs. B. & ave Used K. oF permitted & te be Pa 
enda , sNapenes fs ae. _0- VS. 2. used, in violation of the provisions 


discrimination found to exist against O. S. W. et al.; case 8258; silo staves 
Memphis due to the present relation- and rafters (43 I. C. C., 236-240). lation of sections 1, 2 and-6 of the 
ship of class rates between Memphis March 31, p. 657. act. Jan. 6 ~~ 
and points in northeastern Arkansas Nashville Lumbermen’s Club vs. L. & . ge cia he cea a / ' 
and class rates between St. Louis, N.: case 8184; dunnage allowance for| New York Hay Exchange Assn. vs. N. 
Mo., and East St. Louis, Ill, and shipments of logs on flat cars (42 I. Y. C.; case 9182 (43 I. C. C., 281-285). 
these same Arkansas points. (4) C. C., 157-158). Jan. 6, p. 10. Because of the accumulation of hay 
Fourth section relief granted to car-| Nashville, Traffic Bureau of, vs. L. & in its warehouse in the city of New 
riers having indirect routes. March N.; case 8672; coal (43 I. C. C., 366- York, N. Y., the defendant has found 
sino ge neat dele Page cckengees’ xeap Wane sa tiae Be Te. 
F : i Natenshon, L., & Co. et al. vs. C. M. & : s ime > C= 
MYesh Mig. Go. vs. A. & V.; case 8563; | St. P.i case 8526; hides and peits (43| Hleve the congestion. | That method 
spokes (45 I. C. C., 121-122). June 30, I. C. C., 731-733). Maw 5, p. ee Cae ee 
p. 1443. . . National Implement & Vehicle Teale of fendant recently adopted a new sys- 


y : : cas tem, whereby shippers are required 
Memphis Merchants’ Exchange et al. vs. U. S. et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; case to present permits issued by defend- 
Ill. Cent. et al.; case 8112 (43 I. C. C., 


a ant’s agent in New York as a condi- 
378-392). It is alleged that defendants tion precedent to the acceptance of 
maintain rates on grain and grain 


shipments. These permits are issued 
products to and through Cairo, IL, in the first instance to wholesale deal- 
which unjustly discriminate against ers in hay in New York, the number 
grain dealers at Evansville, Ind., Hen- of permits which a dealer is entitled 
derson, Ky., and Memphis, Tenn., on 


v ) to receive depending upon the size of 
shipments from points in the state of his business as indicated by his total 


therein contained, found to be in vio- 


7999 (42 I. C. C., 461-469). Rates ap- 
plicable to the transportation in car- 
loads of agricultural implements from 
points in Trunk Line and Central 
Freight Association territories to the 
north Atlantic ports for export- found 
justified. Jan. 13, p. 82. 


National Poultry, Butter and Egg Assn. 


mo & Ame e oH Mm HA he AA ee 


Wisconsin. Feb. 10, p. 313. 


rately assessed; and that the propriety 


Cc. C., 629-632). April 28, p. 905. 





Illinois to southeastern, Carolina and vs. B. & O. S. W. et al.; case 7969 and receipts of hay during three months p 
Mississippi Valley territories; Held, others (43 I. C. C., 392-411). Prior to selected by the defendant. Upon eom- a 
That the discrimination disclosed March 20, 1915, official classification plaint alleging that the practice in d 
arises from failure of defendants to lines transported dairy products in re- question is unreasonable and unjustly t 
collect their published rates on inter- frigerator cars, under ice if necessary, discriminatory, and that it gives an ji 
state shipments through Cairo to the at first-class rates for dressed poultry, undue preference to certain shippers: Pet 
destination points involved; and that second-class rates for butter and eggs Held, That the. practice is unlawful. n 
the mere maintenance of lower rates and third-class rates for cheese, in Reparation denied because damage not 9 
on intrastate than on interstate ship- any quantity. On that date separate proved. April 7, p. 713. C 
ments does not require a finding by charges in addition to the class rates Semin Ghabiatiiin Gu <a ©: .& a 
this Commission that would be war- then, obtaining were made effective) *or'S': case 8539 (42 1._C. G., 337- ag A a 
rant to defendants. to increase their for “ice and salt furnished” on car Jan. ¢ 8. ae Kee ’e] 
intrastate rates. April 14 784 lots of 15.000 pounds or more, at the an. 6, p. 18. S : 
é Ss. AF . P. (34. rate of $2.50 per ton of ice supplied Newport Lumber Co. vs. A. & W. et al.: € 
Merriam, Hall & Co. vs. B. & M.; case and at a charge for “refrigeration on case 8557 (42°I. C. C., 345-347). Jan. I. 
8685 (42 I. C. C., 435-436): Jan. 13, } s ; ” é wm et 
“ less-than-carload shipments’’ of less R. c : r 
p. 81. = : = Nitro Powder Co. vs. West Shore et al.; s 
than 15.000 pounds, of from 5 to 10 Be 4 bs a. . 
Michigan Paper Mills Traffic Assn. et al. cents per 100 pounds, varying with the case 7333; explosives (44 I.-C. C., 596- 1 
vs. A. & V. et al.; case 6625 (43 I. C. amount of the applicable first-class _ 598). June 2, p. 1224. p 
C., 16-22). Rates on printing paper rate per 100 pounds of load for which Northern Potato Traffic Assn. vs. B. & C 
and wrapping paper from points in refrigerator car service, with or with- O. et al.; case 9097: parts of 4th sect. € 
Michigan at which complainants’ mills out ice, was furnished. ‘The new aps. 1564, 1625, 1787, 2060, 3786, 4326: 0 
are located to points in Central charges were not suspended; now, potatoes and returned stoves (43 I. ‘ fe 
Freight Association territory east of upon complaint, Held, That the sepa- C., 545-549). April 21, p. 853. f P 
the Indiana-Illinois state line found to retelv established charges of March Northern Mercantile Co. vs. Arizon: hi 
be unduly prejudicial to complainants 20, 1915. effected an increase in the Eastern et al.; case 8310 (42 I. C. C., R 
as compared with the rates on the aggregate rate; that the class rates 290-294). Jan. 13, p. 70. Ci 
same commodities to the same points prior to March 20, 1915. included com-| Northwestern Cooperage and Lumber A 
of destination from mill points in the pensation for the refrigeration and Co. vs. M. St. P.& S. S. M. et al.: he 
Fox River and Wisconsin districts in refrigeration car service now sepa- case 8286; lumber and products (43 P 


5 2 oem aero CF 
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—ten salt cases; see salt; p. 

1338. - 

Northern Potato Traffic Assn. vs. C. & 
A. et al.; case 8641; potatoes (44 I. C. 
C., 426-438). May 19, p. 1100. 

Northrup, King & Co. vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 8416 (42 I. C. C., 486). 
Jan. 13, p. 84. 

Nye-Schneider-Fowler Co. vs. C. & N. 
W. et al.; case 8958; corn (45 I. C. C., 
115-116). , June 30, p. 1444. 


Oakdale Coal Co. vs. D. & R. G. et al.; 
case 8104 (42 I. C. C., 153-154). Jan. 
6, p. 10. = 

Oakley, George, & Son, Ltd., et al. vs. 
Cc. t HoH. @ &. BH. at ak; case 866s: 
stone (44 I. C. C., 488-490). May 26, 
p. 1155. 

Obermayer, S., ‘Co. vs. P. Co., et al.; 
case 8509; coal (43 I. C. C., 745-747). 
May 5, D. 972. 

Obion Hardware Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
case 8602 (42 I. C. C., 350). Jan. 6, 
p. 36. 

Ohio rail-and-lake; I. and S. 881 (43 I. 
C. C., 525-529). April 28, p. 897. 

Oil City Rail-and-Lake; I. and S. 964 (44 
I. C. C., 489-441). May 19, p. 1100. 
Oklahoma Cottonseed Crushers’ Assn. 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 7048; al- 
lowing carriers and complainants to 
argue on rates (42 I. C. C., 571-573). 

Feb. 3, p. 241. 

Olalde Y Compania vs. S. P. et al.; case 
8936; fertilizer (45 I. C. C., 155-156). 
June 30, p. 1443. 

Omaha Alfalfa Milling Co. vs. U. P.; 
case 7338; :alfalfa meal (43 I. C. C 
264-265). March 31, p. 658. 

Orange Commercial Club vs. Texarkana 
& Fort Smith et al.; case 8169; ex- 
port rates on lumber (42 I. C. C., 587- 
588). Feb. 3, p. 241. 

Orange Rice Mill Co. vs. Orange & N. 
W. et al.; case 8683 (42 I. C. C., 475- 
476). Jan. 13, n. 84. 

Otis Elevator Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
case 9026; hoisting machines (45 I. 
C. C., 201-202). June 30, p. 1442. 

Pacific Lime & Gypsum Co. vs. O. S. L. 
et al.; case 8687; cattle hair (42 I. C. 
C., 734-735). Feb. 3, p. 247. 

Packing house products from Houston 
to Oklahoma points; 4th sect. aps. 469 
and 627 (44 I. C. C., 349-352). May 
12, p. 1035. 

Paducah Board of Trade et al. vs. Ill. 
Cent. et al.; case 9130 (43 I. C. C., 537- 
544). Upon the facts of record and 
following the principles applied in 
Paducah Board of Trade vs. Illinois 
Central R. R. Co., 29 I. C. C., 5838, and 
Paducah Board of Trade vs. Illinois 
Central &. RR. Co., Wi Cc..Cc.. 7s, 
rates from points or groups in Arkan- 
sas and Louisiana to Paducah, Ky., 
on lumber commodities now accorded 
lumber rates from those Arkansas 
and Louisiana points to Cairo, IIl., 
found unreasonable and defendants 
required to establish joint rates 
thereon to Paducah via either Cairo 
or Memphis, Tenn., not in excess of 
the present rates on like commodities 
from the same points or groups to 
Cairo. Reparation awarded to Padu- 
cah Cooperage Co. April 21, p. 858. 

Peddler car minimum; I. and S. 867 (43 
I. C. C., 139-142). Proposed changes 
in the rules governing shipments of 
packing-house products, fresh meats 
and other articles, transported in ped- 
dler cars in Centra] Freight Associa- 
tion territory, found not to have been 
justified. March 3, p. 445. 


Pere Marquette and C. H. & D., in the 
matter of; case 6833 (44 I. C. C., 1- 
263). Report by I. C. C. to House 
Committee on interstate and foreign 
commerce, reviewing financial trans- 
actions; pp. 842. 895, 919. 


*” 


Perry, C. T., & Co. vs. Arizona Eastern 


et al.: .case 6772; mining candles (44 
I. C. C., 755-756). June 9, p. 1292. 


’‘etroleum to Kentucky stations; I. and 


S. 830 (43 I. C. C., 35-44). Proposed 
increased rates on petroleum and its 
products from Louisville, Ky., appli- 
cable on interstate traffic, from Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, St. Louis, Mo., and 
other points to stations in Kentucky, 
found to have been justified. Feb. 17, 
p. 345. 

hiladelphia Screen Mfg. Co. vs. P. R. 
R. et al., and same vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 8464 and sub. 1 (4Q I. C. C., 487- 
489). Jan. 13, p. 85. 

hoenix American Pipe Works vs. Mo. 
Pac.; case 7716; wall plaster (42 I. C. 
C., 585-586). Jan. 27, p. 191. 





Pierce Oil Corporation vs. M. K. & T. et 
al.; case 8688; petroleum and products 
(44 I. C. C., 279-285)... May 5, p. 976. 

Pittman & Harrison Co. vs. St. L., S. 
F. and Tex. et al.; case 9196; oats (45 
I. C. C., 179-180). June 30, p. 1442. 

Pittsburgh Plate Glass Co. vs. St. L. & 
S. F. et al.; case 8575; fuel oil (43 I. 

C.. 91-93). Feb. 1% p: 348; 

Platts, Charles, vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. 
et al.; case 7959; icing of oysters (43 
I. Cc. C., 504-509). April 21, p. 857. 

Pomeroy Salt Assn. Co. et al. vs. H. V. 
et al.; case 8552; switching (42 I. C. 
C., 627-632). Feb. 3, p. 242. 

Portland Traffic & Transportation Assn. 
vs. C. M. & St. Py et al.; case 8896; 
see Northwestern salt cases; p. 1338. 

Powell-Meyers Lumber Co. vs. T. H. 
St. L. et al.; case 7950 (42 I. C. O, 
245-246). Jan. 6, p. 16. 

Prairie Oil & Gas Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 8689; lumber (44 I. C. C., 
493-494). May 19, p. 1100. 

Prairie Oil & Gas Co. vs. Wabash et 
al.; case 8738; iron tank (45 I. C. C., 
1-2). June 9; p. 1297. 

Procter & Gamble Co. vs. Southern et 
al..; case 9158 and parts of 4th sec. 
aps. 1548 & 3965; cottonseed oil (45 I. 
C. C., 177-178). June 30, p. 1444. 

Producers’ Supply Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 7545 (42 I. C. C., 339-340). 
Jan. 6, p. 18. 

Proportional rates from points in Illi- 
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, Mis- 
souri and Wisconsin to Ohio River 
crossings; 4th sect. aps. 1604 and 10215 
(43 I. C. C., 458-471). (1) Fourth sect. 
ap. 1604 of C. E. Fulton, agent, for 
and on behalf of the carriers named 
in said application, by which author- 
ity is sought to continue to charge 
proportional rates from. points in Ili- 
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, Mis- 
souri and Wisconsin to Ohio River 
crossings which are lower than rates 
contemporaneously applicable on like 
traffic from intermediate points, de- 
nied. (2) Fourth sect. ap. 10215 of E. 
Morris, agent, for and on behalf of 
the carriers named in said application, 
by which authority is sought to can- 
cel proportional rates from points in 
Indiana, Illinois and Michigan to Ohio 
and Mississippi River crossings on 
traffic destined to southern territory, 
without observing the long-and-short- 
haul provisign of the fourth section, 
denied. April 21, p. 847. 

Prudential Oil Corporation vs. Mer- 
chants’ & Miners’ Transportation Co. 
et al.; case 9100 (43 I. C. C., 696-699). 
(1) A showing that there was no ac- 
cumulation of a particular commodity 
which was embargoed by a carrier 
does not of itself justify a finding of 
undue prejudice and disadvantage to 
shippers of said commodity in a case 
where there was an excessive accum- 
ulation of other freight. Whether or 
not an embargo resulted in undue 
prejudice and disadvantage is deter- 
minable only upon consideration of all 
of the facts, circumstances and con- 
ditions in a particular case. (2) An 
embargo on fuller’s earth by the Mer- 
chants’ & Miner’s Transportation Co. 
not shown to have been unduly preju- 
dicial. Complaint dismissed. April 
28, p.. 917. 


Rail-and-Lake, westbound; I. and S. 896 
(44 I. C. C., 424-425). May 12, wo. 1049. 

Randolph Fruit Covvs. S. P. et al.; case 
8719: oranges and lemons (45 I. C. C., 
65-67). June 23. p. 1394. 

Rankin, M. G., & Co. vs. C. M. & St. P.; 
ease 8945; also 9147; brewers’ dried 
grain (45 I. C. C., 132-134). June 30, 
p. 1443. 

Ransom, L. EL, Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. 
et al.: case 8583 (42 I. C.-C., 348-349). 
Jan. 13; p. 71. 

Rawson, J. C., va..c..C, C. & St... 
al.; case 9227; coal (45 I. C. C., 183- 
184). June 30, p. 1444. 

Rawson-Works Lumber Co. vs. N. P. et 
ePl.; case 8343 (42 I. C. C., 303-307). 
Jan. 6, p. 18. 

Reynolds Bros. Lumber Co. vs. Tallu- 
Jah Falls Rv. et al.; case 8093 (42 I. 
C. ©... 421-422).. Jan. 6, pd. -22. 

Rice from California; I. and S. 811 (42 
L C..C... 437-439). Jan. 13. p. ‘81. 

Rice products to Jackson, Miss.; I. and 
Tl (44 1. C.. C.,. 364).. May 6, pvp 
Je. 

Rice from Texas; I. and S. 837 (43 I. C. 
C., 29-34). (1) Proposed increased rates 
on clean rice from points in Texas, 
Touisiana and Arkansas to Memphis, 
Tenn., and for interstate: movements 


from points in Arkansas, Louisiana 
and Texas to points in Texas, Louisi- 
ana and Arkansas, found to have been 
justified. (2) Proposed increased rates 
on rough rice from points in Arkansas 
and Louisiana to Memphis, and for in- 
terstate movements from points in 
Arkansas, Louisiana and Texas to 
points in Texas, Louisiana and Ark- 
ansas, found to have been justified in 
part. (3) Proposed increased propor- 
tional rates on clean and rough rice 
from points in Arkansas and Louisi- 
ana to Memphis when destined to 
points in southeastern territory, ex- 
cept those taking Ohio River rates or 
rates related thereto, found not to 
have been justified. (4) Proposed in- 
creased rates on clean rice from points 
in Texas and Louisiana to Texas ports 
for export or coastwise movement, 
found to have been justified. (5) Pro- 
posed increased rail and water rates 
on clean rice from Texas points to 
points in seaboard territory, except to 
points in southeastern territory, found 
to have been justified. (6) Proposed 
increased rates on rice products for 
interstate movements from points in 
Arkansas, Louisiana and Texas to 
points in Texas, Louisiana and Ark- 
ansas and proposed increased rail and 
water rates on rice products from 
Texas.points to seaboard territory, 
found not to have been justified. Feb. 
10, p. 201. 


Richmond Chamber of Commerce ys. S. 
A. ix o oh: cnse 81 (4 7. OG. C.. 
455-480). Upon rehearing in Richmond 
Chamber of Commerce vs. 8S. A. L. Ry., 
30 I. C. C., 552, Held: (1) That the 
carriers’ practice of uniformly absorb- 
ing switching charges on _  carload 
traffic to or from industries located on 
the Norfolk & Portsmouth Belt Line 
R. R. at Norfolk, while refusing to ab- 
sorb switching charges on like traffic 
at Richmond, is not unduly prefer- 
ential of Norfolk or unduly prejudicial 
to Richmond shippers. (2) That the 
practice of certain carriers serving 
Richmond of absorbing switching 
charges only when the switching line 
competes with the line-haul carrier, 
while refusing to absorb such charges 
when the switching line does not com- 
pete with the line-haul carrier, con- 
stitutes undue discrimination within 
Section 2 of the Act to regulate com- 
merce when the switching service per- 
formed is substantially similar. (3) 
The original order modified in accord- 
ance with the findings of this supple- 
mental report. May 19, p. 1103. 

Riverside Portland Cement Co. vs. A. T. 
& S. F.: case 8822; gypsum (45 I. C. 
C.,- 139-140). June 23, p. 1396. 

Riverside Western Oil Co. vs. Midland 
Valley et al.: case 8358: gasoline (42 
I. C. C., 589-590); Jan. 27, p. 191. 

Rosenblum, A., vs. Boston & Maine et 
al.; case 8752; onions (43 I. C. C., 435- 
437). April 21, p. 843. 

Rosenblum, A., vs. N. Y. P. & N. et al.; 
case 8574; potatoes (43 I. C. C., 67-68). 
Feb. 17, p. 384. 

Ross Bros. et al. vs. Ft. W. & D: C. 
et al.; case 8141 (42 I. C. C., 423-424). 
Jan. 13, p. 75. 

Roy and Roy Mill Co. vs. Boston & 
Maine; case 8722; shingles (44 I. C. C., 
523-524). May 26, p. 1156. 

Rudiger, W. F.. assignee of H. L. Grif- 
fin Co., vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; case 8316 
(43 I. C. C., 149-150). March 10, p. 
497. . 

Rundle Mfg. Co. vs. C. M. & St. P.; 
ease 8580; mixtures in packages (42 
L.. &. €., J2-Tar. Fee. S, wp. Ze. 

Russi, F. B.. & Co. vs. Ocean Shore et 
al.; case 8795; artichokes (45 I. C. C., 
77-78). June 23, p. 1394. 

Ryegate Paper Co. vs. Boston & Maine 
et al.; case 7080; paper (43 I. C. C., 
50). Feb. 24, p. 393. 

Safetv appliances; case 33. ex parte (44 
I. C. C., 303-304). May 12, p. 1034. 

St. Louis Business Men’s League vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 8083 (44 I. C. C., 
308-338). (1) Present commodity rates, 
with certain exceptions, between St. 
Louis, Mo.. and Keokuk, Iowa. and 
points in Illinois found just and rea- 
sonable in so far as they do not ex- 
ceed class rates. (2) Present com- 
modity rates between St. Louis and 
Illinois points unduly prejudicial to 
St. Louis and unduly preferential of 
East St. Louis to the extent that they 
exceed the commodity rates over the 
same routes between East St. Louis 
and the same Illinois points, where 
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these Illinois points are 100 miles or 
more from St. Louis; and where the 
Illinois points are less than 100 miles 
from St. Lonis, unduly prejudicial to 
St. Louis and unduly preferential of 
East St. Louis to the extent that they 
exceed the commodity rates over the 
same routes between Past St. Louis 
and the same Illinois points by more 
than the differences which existed 
prior to Oct. 26, 1914. (3) The same 
kind of undue prejudice found in re- 
spect to Keokuk, Iowa, and points in 
Illinois directly opposite. (4) Com- 
modity rates between St. Louis and 
points in Illinois unduly prejudicial to 
St. Louis and unduly preferential of 
Chicago to the extent that the St. 
Louis rates are on a higher basis 
than the Chicago rates to the 
same Illinois’ points. (5) The 
same kind of undue prejudice 
found in respect to Keokuk and pref- 
erence in favor of Chicago. (6) Main- 
tenance of commodity rates between 
points in Illinois which, in combination 
with other commodity rates required 
or permitted by the report, will pro- 
duce the undue prejudice to interstate 
commerce and undue preference of in- 
trastate commerce within Illinois con- 
demned by the report, unlawful. (7) 
Commodity rates between points in 
Illinois 100 miles or more apart, where 
on a basis lower than the basis of the 
commodity rates between St. Louis 
and Illinois points for corresponding 
distances, are to that extent a burden 
on interstate commerce and unduly 
preferential of intrastate commerce. 
May 19, p. 1989. 

Salt cases, the Northwestern; cases 
8896, 8963, 8749 (45 I. C. C., 12-19). 
Reasonable maximum rates prescribed 
for the transportation of salt from 
Portland, Ore., and Seattle and Ta- 
coma, Wash., to points in Oregon, 
Washington, Idaho and Montana. 
Rates from Saltair, Utah, not shown 
to be unreasonable and complaint as 
ees rates dismissed. June 16, p. 


Sand. from Indiana stations (No. 2); I. 
and S. 882 (43 I. C. C., 619-621). April 
28, p. 905. 

Sand, molding, to Nashville: I. and S. 
bo (43 I. C. C., 118-114). March 3, p. 

Sand Point Lumber & Coal Co. vs. G. 
N.: case 8503 and 7 sub. numbers; 
cedar posts and lumber (43 I. C. C., 
59-62). Feb. 24, p. 394. 

Sanders & Barnett vs. L. V.: case 8604; 
structural steel (42 I. C. C., 603-604). 
Jan. 27, p. 191. 


Sanduskv Portland Cement Co. et al. vs 
C. & N. W. et al.; case 7253 (42 I. C. 
C., 165-166). Jan. 6, p. 11. 

Savage. R. R., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 8797: threshing machines (43 I. C. 
C., 70). Feb. 24, p. 394. 

Schaefer, Charles, & Son vs. Central of 
Vermont; case 7926 (42 I. C. C., 146- 
147). Jan. 6, p. 10. 

Schlitz Brewing Co. vs. S. A. L. et al.; 
“ne "we (42 I. C. C., 167-168). Jan. 
gS a 


Scranton-Williamsport rail and lake; I. 
and S. 858 (43 I. C. C., 182-185). Pro- 
posed increased rail-and-lake and rail- 
lake-and-rail class and commodity 
rates from the Scranton, Williamsport 
and Northumberland groups in Penn- 
sylvania to Lake Michigan and Lake 
Superior ports and to St. Paul and 
Minneapolis, Minn., and other points 
found not justified. Tariffs ordered 
canceled. March 3, p. 446. 

Scott Paper Co. vs. Atlantic City et al.; 
case 8697: parts of 4th sect. ap. 1774; 
toilet paper (44 I. C. C., 503-505). 
May 19, p. 1100. 

Scott Paper Co. vs. P. R. R. Co. etal.; 
case 8721; portion of 4th sect. aps. 
704. 1547, 1562. 1573. 1780; toilet paper 
(44 I. C. C., 525-527). May 26, p. 1157. 

Scudders Gale Grocer Co. vs. Southern 
et al.; case 9220; kraut (45 I. C. C., 





181-182). June 30, “p. 1442. 

Scully, D. B., Syrup Co. et al. vs. A.-~G. 
S. et al.: case 8561: blackstrap mo- 
lasses (43 I. C. C., 567-576). April 21, 
Pp. 857. 


Seattle: Transportation Bureau of the 
New Seattle Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Great ee tg case 8140 (42 I. C. C., 
497-498). Jan. 13, p. 85. 


Seldomridge Grain Co. vs. A. T. & S. F.; 
case 8479: grain (43 I. °C. C., 213- 914). 
March 17, p. 547. 


Sergeant Glass Co. vs. P. R. R. Co. et 
al.; case 8399; rough rolled glass (43 
I. C. C.. 622-624). April 28, p. 905. 

Shafer, Cyrus C., Lumber Co. vs. St. L. 
I. M. & S. et al.; case 8882; ash lum- 
ber (45 I. C. C., 71-7). 
1394. 

Shaffer, J. C., & Co. vs: G. T. W. et al.; 
case 8676 (42 I. C. C., 433-434). Jan. 
6..p. 22. 

Sharon Steel Hoop Co. vs. P. R. R.; 
case 8214 (42 I. C. C., 495-496). Jan. 
13, p. 85. 

Silk Assn. of America vs. Pennsylvania 
et al.; case 8617; silk (44 I. C. C., 578- 
581). May 26, p. 1163. 

Skallerup Bros. vs. A. T. & S. F. a m ai.; 
case 8048; potatoes (44 I. C. C., 266). 
May 5, p. 973. 

Smith, Alexander, & Sons Carpet Co. 
vs. B. & A. et al.; case 9043; mohair 
and wool (45 I. C. C., 103-104). June 
23, p. 1395. 

South Miss. Dairymen’s Assn. ys. IIl. 
Cent.; case 8707; milk (44 I. C. C., 
297-300). May 12, p. 1033. 

South Omaha Live Stock Exchange vs. 
Cc. G. W. et al.; case 8319; cleaning 
core (43 I. C. C., 755-756). May 5, p. 
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Southern Lumber Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. 
L. et al.; case 7739; chair stock (43 I. 
C. C., 138-15). Feb. 10, p. 304. 

Southern Pacific Co.’s Ownership of At- 
lantic Steamship Lines; case 6606 (43 
I. C. C., 168-181). Upon application of 
the Southern Pacific Co., under the 
provisions of Section 5 of the Act to 
regulate commerce as amended by the 
Panama Canal act, for an extension of 
time beyond July 1, 1914, during which 
petitioner may continue to operate or 
have an interest in its Atlantic steam- 
ship lines operated between Galveston 
and New York, New Orleans and 
New York and New Orleans and 
Havana, Held: (4) The South- 
ern Pacific Co. does not and may 
not compete for any traffic with its 
Atlantic steamship lines operating be- 
tween New Orleans and Havana, Cuba. 
(2) The Southern Pacific Co. does or 
may compete with its Atlantic steam- 
ship lines operating between Galves- 
ton and New York and between New 
Orleans and New York for through 
transcontinental traffic. (3) Certain 
of the practices of the Southern Pa- 
cific Co. in connection *with the opera- 
tion of the Atlantic steamship lines 
between Galveston and New York and 
between New Orleans and New York 
are unduly discriminatory and other- 
wise prejudicial to the public interest. 
(4) Under present conditions an ex- 
tension of time within which the pe- 
titioner may continue to operate or 
have any interest in the steamship 
lines between Galveston and New York 
and between New Orleans and New 
York will not exclude, prevent, or re- 
duce competition on the routes by 
water, and if the practices referred 
to herein are corrected will be in the 
interest of the public and of advantage 
to the convenience and commerce of 
the people. (5) The case will be held 
open for a period of 60 days at the ex- 
piration of which time final action will 
be announced. March 10, p. 498 


Southern Rice Growers’ Assn. et al. vs. 
T. & N. O. et al.; case 7591 (43 I. C. 
C., 90-97). Upon application of com- 
plainants to require the defendant car- 
riers to re-establish milling in transit 
on rice from all rice-producing points 
in Texas, and in the state of Louisi- 
ana west of the Mississippi River, to 
interstate destinations on the lines of 
the defendants: Held: (1) That the 
defendant carriers have not justified 
the withdrawal of milling-in-transit 
arrangements on rice which were 
maintained by them during the period 
from December, 1912, to Sept. 1. 1914, 
and that such arrangement should be 
restored. (2) That the 2-cent milling- 
in-transit charge on the clean rice 
which applied during the period when 
transit arrangements ‘were in effect 
has,gnot been shown to be unreason- 
able. Feb. 24. p. 395. 

Southeastern cotton goods; I. and S. 870 
(43 TIT. C. C., 530-536). Proposed in- 
creased joint rates, any quantity, on 
cotton factory and knitting factory 
products from southeastern points to 
points in Central Freight Association 
territory, other than to Chicago and 
Chicago rate territory and thé estab- 
lishment of carload rates to Chicago. 
found not to have been justified, and 


June 23, p. 





the tariffs under suspension required 
to be canceled. April 28, p. 897. 

Southeastern lumber; I. and S. 745 and 
other cases (42 I. C. C., 548-566). (1) 
Proposed increased rates on lumber 
from points in Mississippi Valley ter- 
ritory and southeastern territory to 
points in Central Freight Association 
territory and in Wisconsin found to 
have been justified. (2) The fact that 
these rates represent in*many cases 
the sums of the separately established 
rates to and from the Ohio River gate- 
ways or to and from Thebes or St. 
Louis, does not in itself establish their 
unreasonableness. Upon all the facts 
of record, and having due regard for 
the rights and interests of all parties 
affected, conclusion reached that the 
through rates have been justified. (3) 
Complaints alleging unreasonable- 
ness in the rates on lumber from 
Memphis and points in the delta sec- 
tion south of Memphis and alleging an 
improper grouping of the points in 
the delta section held not to have been 
sustained. (4) Proposed revision of 
through rates on lumber from Mem- 
phis and from Helena, Ark., to points 
in certain of the states embraced 
within Western Trunk Line territory 
found to have been justified in part. 
Jan. 20, p. 129. 

Southwestern Dairy Products; I. and S. 
900 (44 I. C. C., 379-391). Proposed 
increased rates-on butter, butterine, 
eggs and dressed poultry in carloads 
from points in the states of Oklahoma, 
Arkansas, Texas and Louisiana to 
points in Western Trunk Line terri- 
tory, and to St. Louis, Mo., Chicago, 
Ill., Memphis, Tenn., and other gate- 
ways, on traffic to points in Central 
Freight Association, Trunk Line and 
Southeastern territory found not justi- 
fied. May 12, p. 1036. 

Spahn & Rose Lumber Co. vs. L. & N. 
et al.; case 9226; coal (45 I. C. C., 111- 
112). June 23, p. 1396. 

Sguire, J. P., & Co. vs. A. S. et al.; case 
8534; hogs (44 I. C. C., 509-511). May 
26, p. 1156. 

Standard Oil Co. of Ind. vs. C. M. & St. 
P. et e case 8492 (42 I. C. C., 325- 
326). Jan. 6, p. Be. 

Standard Roofing Co. et al. vs. M. K. & 
T. et al.; case 6797; roofing paper, ete. 
(44 I. C. C., 358-360). May 5, p. 977. 

Stearns, J. S., Lumber Co. et ‘al. vs. C. 
& N. W. et al.; case 7942: lumber (43 
Z.. <. ©. 215-217). March 10, p. 505. 

Stebbins, M. H., wr D. L. & W. et al.; 
case 8096, sub. 1 (42 I. C. C., 150-152). 
Jan. 13, p. 65. 

Sterling Salt Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; 
case 8407; also Le Roy Salt Co. vs. 
Erie et al.; case 8407, sub. 1; door 
protection for salt (43 I. C. C., 276- 
280). April 7, p. 713. 

Stevens Grocer Co. et al. vs. St. L. I. M. 
& S. et al.; case 6593 (42 I. C. C., 396- 
400). Upon complaint alleging that the 
through rates charged to Parkin and 
Wynne, Ark., on certain carloads of 
coal from points in Kentucky, Mary- 
Jand and Alabama, by way of Mem- 
phis, Tenn., and that the local rates 
from Memphis to the same points 
were unjust and unreasonable, the 
factors of the through rates beyond 
Memphis and the local rates from 
Memphis being attacked, and the com- 
plaint naming no defendant other 
than the delivering carrier operating 
from Memphis to destinations, Held: 
(1) Where a through rate is alleged 
to be unreasonable all the carriers 
which participate or participated 
therein should be named as defend- 
ants. (2) A through rate is a trans- 
portation unit, although its factors or 
component parts may be _ separately 
established; and being a unit its parts, 
as such, may not be attacked unless 
the through rate itself is also at- 
tacked; nevertheless certain rates, 
such as local rates, or joint rates, 
which may be used as parts of through 
rates may be attacked as applicable 
to local shipments. (3) Upon this 
record the Commission will consider 
only local rates from Memphis to Par- 
kin and Wynne, and such shipments 
as moved from Memphis to Wynne 
upon a local rate. (4) Local rates on 
coal in carloads from Memphis to Par- 
kin and Wynne found to have been 
and to be@unreasonable. Reasonable 
maximum rates_ prescribed for the 
future and reparation awarded on cer- 
tain shipments from Memphis to 
Wynne. Jan. 13, p. 73. 
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Stocking, H. M., vs. M. St. P. & S. S. 
Marie; case 8270; wood bolts (44 I. C. 
C., 565-566). May 26, p. 1162. 

Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. Atlantic North- 
ern et al.; case 8126; cement plaster 
(42 I. C. C., 641-644). Feb. 3, p. 243. 

Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. K. C. Terminal 
et al.; case 6334 (42 I. C. C., 427-428). 
Jan. 13, p. 80. 

Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. C. 
al.; case S611 (45 LC. C, 

& 


eG. W.. & 
113-114). 


June 30, p. 1441. 

Swanson, F. S., vs. C. B. @. et al; 
case 8143 (42 I. C. C., 285-286). Jan. 
13, pp. 70. 

Sweet, C. A., Provision Co. vs. St. L. 
I. M. & S. et al.; case 8799; bacon (43 
L. &.. &. Fe. Feb. 24, p. 394. 

Swift & Co. vs. Ark. Cent. et al.; case 
a I. C. C., 396-2397). Jan: 13, 
p. % 

Swift & Co. vs. C. B. & Q.; case 8264 
(43 I. C. C., 56-58). (1) Rate of 18 
cents per 100 pounds charged on sheep 
in carloads from South Omaha, Neb., 
to South St. Joseph, Mo., not shown 
to have been unreasonable. (2) For 
the transportation of sheep from 
South Omaha and other primary sheep 
markets defendant’s tariffs should 
provide that, if a double-deck car is 
ordered and in lieu thereof two single- 
deck cars are furnished, they may be 
used at the rate and minimum weight 
applicable to the double-deck car, pro- 
vided a period of two days, exclusive 
of day of notice, is allowed defendant 
in which to furnish the car ordered. 
Feb. 24. p. 393. 

Swift & Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. et al.; 
case 8714 (44 I. C. C., 481-487). (1) 
Defendant New York, New Haven & 
Hartford R. R. Co.’s terminal rules, 
regulations and practices applicable to 


import shipments of chilled and frozen, 


beef delivered to defendant within the 
lighterage limits of New York harbor, 
not shown to be or to have been un- 
reasonable or unjustly discriminatory. 
Complaint dismissed. (2) Certain 
shipments found to have been over- 
charged. May 26. np. 11538. 

Swift & Co. et al. vs. Bs & O. et al; 
cases 8794 and 8313; poultry, butter 
and eggs (45 I. C. C., 8-11). June 9, 
p. 1296. 

Swift & Co. vs. Boston & Maine et al.; 
case 8913; fresh meats (45 I. C. C.,, 
119-120). June 30, p. 1441. 

Tampa Fue: co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 
4488; coal; combination of port to port 
and state rates (43 I. C. C., 231-235). 
March 31, pp. 656, 657. 

Tanners’ Supply Co., Ltd., et al. vs. 
Ann Arbor et al.; case 8124 (42 I. C. 
C., 280-284). Jan. 6, p. 17. 

Tap line case; see Marion & Rye Valley 
and Virginia Southern (in re); p. 194. 

Taunton Dye Works and Bleacher Co. 
vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. et al.; case 8742 
(42 I. C. C., 367-368). Jan. 6, p. 19. 

‘Terhune Lumber Co. vs. Southern in 
Miss. et al.; case 8447 (422 I. @ CG, 
317-318). Jan. 13, p. 71. 

— Oklahoma & Eastern vs. St. L.- 

F.; case 8030; railway equipment 
i I. C. C., 653-656). June 9, p. 1288. 


Texarkana Freight Bureau vs. St. L. I. 
M. & S. et al.; case 8300 (43 I. Cc. C., 
224-226). Upon complaint that the in- 
terstate carload class and commodity 
rates between Texarkana, Tex., and 
points in Arkansas are unduly dis- 
criminatory as compared with rates 
between points in the state of Arkan- 
sas; Held, That the unequal rates 
published by defendant St. Louis, Iron 
Mountain & Southern Ry. for similar 
services have not been shown to re- 
sult in undue prejudice to Texarkana, 
Tex., it merchants or jobbers. Case 
held ' for thirty days. March 17, 
p. 547. 

Thane Lumber Co. et al. vs. St. L. IL 
M. & S. et al.; I. and S. 827 and case 
8259; lumber from Arkansas Citv (48 
I. C. C., 423-428). April 14, p. 777. 

Thompson Bros. Lbr. Co. vs. M. K. & 
T. et al: case 3106 (42 I. C. C., 276- 
272). Jan. 13, p. 70. 

a Diggs Ca.. ct al. va: A.. Tt. & 
S. F. et al.; case 8471; animal muzzles 
and calf weaners (44 i. c. C., 515-518). 
May 26, p. 1156. 

Tile, drain, from Illinois points (No. 2); 
I. and 8S. 835 (42 I. C. C., 707-712). 
Feb. 3, p. 246. 

Timmons Harmount vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 9242; crossties (45 I. C. C., 162- 
163). June 30, p. 1443. 

Toledo Commerce Club Traffic Bureau 
et.al. vs. C. H. & D. et al.; case 7761 





(43 I. C. C., 446-457). On complaint 
that class rates governed by official 
classification, from Toledo, Cleveland, 
Springfield, Canton, Dayton and Co- 
lumbus, Ohio, Detroit, Mich., and con- 
tiguous territory, to points in the 
Southeast, are unreasonable and un- 
duly preferéntial, Held: (1) Such 
rates not found unreasonable. (2) The 
present relation between class rates 
from complaining territory described 
above and class and certain commod- 
ity rates from Chicago and Peoria, IIl., 
Milwaukee, Wis., and points from 
which rates to the Southeast are made 
by the use of proportional rates to the 
Ohio River crossings, Cairo to Cincin- 
nati, results in undue preference to 
the cities and territory from which 
the proportional rates apply and sub- 
jects complainants, and the localities 
of Toledo, Cleveland, Springfield, Can- 
ton, Dayton, Columbus and Detroit 
and contiguous territory to undue and 
unreasonable prejudice and disadvan- 
tage. (3) Defendants ordered to cease 
and desist from the undue preferences 
and undue and unreasonable preju- 
dices and disadvantages found to exist. 
April 21, p. 844. 

Torrey Cedar Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 8391; cedar posts (43 I. C. C., 
135-137). March 3, p, 444. 

Trexler Lumber Co. vs. Southern et al.; 
case 8422; lumber—general damages 
(42 I. C. C.. 719-721). Feb. 3, p. 246. 

U. S. A. vs. S. P. et al.; case 8375 (42 
I. C..C., 287-289). Jan. 6. wp. 17. 

U. S. Brewing Co. of Chicago vs. Michi- 
gan Central; case 8905 and sub. 1; 
beer containers (45 I. C. C., 67-68). 
June 23, p. 1394. 

U._S. Cast Iron Pipe & Foundry Co. vs. 
Southern et al.; case 7940; iron pipe 
and fittings (44 I. C. C., 757-758). 
June 16, p. 1337. 

Utah-Idaho Millers’ and Grain Dealers’ 
Assn. vs. D. & R. G. et al.; case 8441 
(42 I. C. C., 648-656). Rates on wheat 
flour and other products of wheat 
from points in Utah and Idaho to 
points in Nevada and California 
found unreasonable and unduly preju- 
dicial to the extent that they exceed 
by more than 5 cents per 100 pounds 
the present rates on wheat. Feb. 3, 
p. 243. 

Utah-Idaho Millers’ and Grain Dealers’ 
Assn. vs. D. & R. G. et al.; case 8441 
(44 I. C. C., 714-726). Conclusions in 
= report affirmed. June 9, p. 

92. : 

Vallance, John, vs. N. P., case 8852; 
potatoes (45 I. C. C., 131- -132). June 
30, p. 1442. 

Valley Citv Milling Co. vs. G. R. & | Be 
case 8736; wheat (43 I. C. C., 75-77). 
Feb. 24. p. 394. 

Valley Creek Cotton Mills Co. vs. West- 
ern of Ala. et al.; case 9065 and Fourth 
Section Applications 1021 and 1024; 
cotton fabrics (45 I. C. C., 123-124). 
June 30, p. 1443. 

Vallev Smokeless Coal Co. et al. vs. P. 
R. R. Co. et al.; case 8956; see Johns- 
town, Pa., switching. 

Van Voorhies, A. A., & Co. et al. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 8695; rep- 
aration on lanterns (42 I. C. C., 732- 
734). Feb. 3. p. 247. 

Vehicles from Toledo: I. and S. 690 (43 
I. C. C., 111-112). March 3, p. 441. 


Wabash Sand and Gravel Co. et al. vs. 
C..& KE. I. et al.; case 7752 (42 I. C. C., 
138-143). Jan. 13, p. 65. 

Wall board rating; I. and S. 839 and 
other cases (43 I. C. C., 189-194). (1) 
Proposed increased rates on wall 
board in Central Freight Association 
territory found not justified. (2) Rates 
on ‘‘beaver board’’ from Buffalo, N. 
Y., to points in Central Freight Asso- 
ciation territory found to be unjustly 
discriminatory to the extent that they 
exceed the rates contemporaneously 
maintained on woodpulp board. Car- 
riers required to maintain rates on 
‘beaver board’’ not in excess of the 
rates contemporaneously applicable on 
woodpulp board. Reparation denied. 
(3) Proposed increased rates on wall 
board from and to certain points in 
Tllinois, Wisconsin and Missouri found 
not justified. (4) Proposed increased 
rates on wall board from Indianapolis, 
Ind., Milwaukee, Wis., and Chicago, 
Ill., to Ohio River crossings, Bristol, 
Tenn-Va., and points taking the same 
rateS, and to points the rates to which 
are made by combinations on Bristol, 
found not justified. (5) Schedules un- 


der suspension ordered canceled. 
March 17, p. 5465. 

Warren Godwin Lbr. Co. vs. Ill. Cent.; 
gt 8553 (42 I. C. C., 343-344). Jan. 
13, 1k 

Washinen- Crosby Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. 
et al.; case 8476 and sub. numbers 
(42 I. Cc. C., 177-180). Jan. 6, p. 11. 

Washington coal weights; I. and §. 917 
(45 I. C. C., 93-98). June 30, p. 1441. 

Wattles- Fisher on Co. vs. Ann Arbor; 
~_ 8589 (42 I. C. C., 186-187). Jan. 


6, 11. 

wells. ~Higman Co. et al. vs. C. B. & Q. 
et al.; case 8590 (42 I. C. C., 480-482). 
Jan. 20, p. 126. 

Wells Lumber Co. vs. Gulf & Ship Island 
et al.; case 8618 and fourth section 
applications; yellow pine (43 I. C. C., 
132-134). March 3, p. 444. 


West Coast Lumbermen’s Assn. et al. 
vs. A. & W. et al.; case 8793; cedar 
shingles (44 I. C. C., 443-447). May 
26, p. 1153. 

West Lumber Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. et al.; 
case 8421 (44 I. C. C., 657-660). Rate 
on coal in carloads from Greenwood, 
Ark., and’other adjacent points taking 
the same rates, to Onalaska and Se- 
qouyah, Tex., found to have been and 
to be unreasonable and unduly preju- 
dicial. Reparation awarded. June 23, 
p. 1393 


Western Grain & Sugar Products Co. 
et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 8849; 
sjoonol vy I. Cc. C., 137-180). June 

p 

Western eras Line Increases; I. and 
S. 880 (48 I. C. C., 482-500). (1) Pro- 
posed increased minimum weight on 
acids in tank cars to shell capacity 
of tank justified. (2) Proposed can- 
cellation of commodity rates on agri- 
cultural implements in carloads justi- 
fied. (3) Proposed cancellation of 
proportional rates on asphalt and as- 
phaltum to Missouri River cities and 
related points justified; proposed in- 
creased local rates to Missouri River 
cities and proposed increased rates 
and proportional rates to _ interior 
Iowa cities not justified. (4) Pro- 
posed cancellation of commodity rates 
on burlap press cloth, any quan- 
tity, justified. (5) Proposed increased 
rates on building and roofing material 
in carloads not justified. (6) Proposed 
increased rates on chip board in car- 
loads not justified. (7) Proposed can- 
cellation of certain commodity rates 
on candy, any quantity, justified. (8) 
Proposed increased carload minima on 
cooperage and proposed elimination of 
two for one rule not justified. (9) 
Proposed cancellation of certain com- 
modity rates on grapes in carloads 
justified. (10) Proposed change’in de- 
scription of heating apparatus taking 
commodity rates justified. (11) Pro- 
posed increased rates on hollow build- 
ing blocks and hollow building tile in 
carloads justified. (12) Proposed in- 
creased rates on soda and soda prod- 
ucts in carloads justified. (13) Pro- 
posed increased rates on stone in car- 
loads justified. (14) Proposed cancel- 
lation of commodity rates on toilet pa- 
per, in straight carloads, justified; pro- 
posed cancellation of such rates on 
toilet paper, in mixed carload ship- 
ments with unprinted papers, not 
justified. (15) Preposed redescription 
of wrapping paper in carloads and in- 
creased commodity rates resulting 
therefrom justified. April 14, p. 778. 

Wheland Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; case 
8252; saw mill machinery (43 I. Cc. CG, 
53-54). Feb. 24, p. 393. 

Wichita Business Assn. vs. A. & V. et 
al.; case 7345 (42 I. C. C., 287-241). 
Jan. 13. p. 70. 

Wichita Traffic Bureau vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; case 9029 parts of Fourth 
Section Applications 2045, 2659, 3786, 
4218, 4219, 4220, 4326, 4621 (45 I. C. C., 
143-145). June 30, p. 1442. 

Wichita Wholesale Furniture Co. vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.: case 9068; furniture 
(44 I. C. C., 339-344). May 12, p. 1034. 

Wilcox, Asa, vs. Erie et al.; case 8731; 
potatoes (45 I. C. C., 149-150). June 
30, p. 1443. 

Wilcox Mercantile Co. vs. Wabash; case 
8762; wheat (44 I. C. C., 552-553). 
June 2, p. 1224. 

Wiley & Morehouse vs. C. B. & Q. et 
al.; case 8437 (42 I. C. C., 313-316). 


Jan..13,. p>. TV. 

Willard, C. T.. Co. vs. B. & O. et al; 
case 8352 (42 I. C. C., 298-300). Jan. 
6, p.. 7%. 
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Government ownership; pp. 7, 263, 320, 
711, 1110 (Acworth on). 

sraham, J. W., g. f. a., T. St. L. & W.; 
p. 1468. 

‘rain; export grain from Indiana; see 
decisions of I. C. C.; p. 89 


Grain, export, at Baltimore; Baltimore 
Chamber of Commerce vs. B. & O. et 
al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 1396. 


srain; R. H. Green et al. vs. A. & V.; 
see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 911. 

Grain; Memphis Merchants’ Exchange et 
al. vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; see decisions 
of 3%. Si: a. 708. 

Grain and products from Argo, IIl.; see 
decisions of I. C. C.; p. 730. 

Grain insurance; Graff & Son vs. P. R. R. 
et al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 505. 

Grafn, export, storage charges; I. C. C. 
decision; see export; p. 185. 

Grain transit; Eldred Milling Co. vs.. C. 
N. et al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 
65, 

Grease; Cataract Refining & Mfg. Co. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al.; see decisions of 
L..& Gz mm Re: 

Great Lakes Transit Co. grain case: 
tentative report, p. 139; compromise 
agreed to at conference with Daniels, 
pp. 205, 261; p. 676. : 

Green, Lincoln; vice-president Southern 
Railway System; p. 326. 

Griffin, I. M.; freight traffic manager 
Texas & Pacific; p. 1192. 

Groom, W. S.; address on importance of 
transportation; p. 1189. 

Hall, Commissioner; made chairman of 
Commission; pp. 579, 606. ‘ 

Hallmark, H. C.; communication on claim 
forms; p. 461. 

Harkrader, T. T.; traffic manager Ameri- 
can Tobacco Co.; p. 1193. 

Harris, J. E.; president Traffic Club Col- 
umbus Chamber of Commerce; p. 467. 

Hashagen, J. D.; communication on law 
schools and traffic; p. 151. 

Hay; R. P. Atwood & Co. vs. C. B. & Q. 
et al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 72. 

Hay; N. Y. Hay Exchange Assn. vs. N. 
Y. C.> eee. decisions of I. C. C.; p. TIS. 


HELP FOR TRAFFIC MAN. 


Average agreement; p. 882. 
3ill of lading, surrender of, 
consigning order; p. 373. 
Bill emai route and rate conflict; 
p. 689. 
Bills, clear, of lading; p. 424. 
Bunching cars for unloading; p. 1075. 
Carload minimum on coal; p. 160 
Carload shipments, two in one car; p. 
269 


with re- 


Carload shipments; p.* 815. ’ 
Claims for unloading account delay; p. 
1074. 


Claims; time within which to file; p 
635. 
Combination rule of fourth section; 


reparation for departure from; p. 221. 
Confiscated coal; freight charges on; p. 
1374. 


Delayed notice of arrival and place- 
ment; p. 475. 

Delivery, terminal, 
1467. 

Delivery of carload freight; p. 159. 

Demurrage charges; causes for cancel- 
ing; p. 39 

Demurrage rates, increased; p. 221. 

Dbemurrage rates; p. 372. 

Demurrage caused by shipper’s 
p. 424. 

Demurrage due to misrouting; p. 475. 

Demurrage due to misrouting; p. 583. 

Demurrage on empty tank cars; p. 690. 

Demurrage; p. 882. 

Demurrage at New York on coastwise 
shipments; p. 1017. 

/emurrage on car transferred en route; 
p. 1135. 

emurrage when detention is not re- 
sult of railroad error; p. 1428. 
‘emurrage rates; changes in; p. 1428. 
rayage charge from wrong terminal 
delivery; p. 882. 

rayage resulting from wrong terminal 
delivery; p. 1194. 

“erry cars; p. 424. 

“reight charges; proceeds of sale of 
shipment insufficient to pay; p. 1373. 


‘rain products; rate on; p. 815. 
llinois; minimum charge in; p. 1319. 
ntermediate stations, rates to; p. 160. 
termediate tariff rule; p. 321. 
itermediate points; rates to; p. 583. 


egal jrates, no, when shipment moved; 


p. 320. 

Cc. L.. shipments; p. 1016. 

ag bulky articles; minimum on; 
Dd. 5 


designation of; p. 


error; 


—_ oh 


fm ey a et ed kt ee 


a 


? 


Maximum rate from unnamed station; 
p. 270. 

Minimum charge on articles too long to 
be loaded through side doors of box 


car; p. 1319. ; 
= on long and bulky articles; p. 
372. 


Misrouting; all-rail vs. rail-and-lake; p. 
1428. 


Misrouting; wrong delivery due to; p. 
1253. 

Misrouting; all-rail vs. rail-ocean-and- 
rail; p. 635. 

Misrouting; all rail vs. rail and water; 
p. 221. é 

Mixed carload shipments; p. 159. 

Mixed carload shipment; p. 1319. 

Mixed shipments of grain products; p. 
815. 

Overcharge on wrought 
Texas; p. 635. 


iron pipe to 


Overcharge on wrought iron pipe; p. 
882. 

Penalty rule for cars of unusual size; 
p. 321. 


Posting tariffs; p. 104. , ' 

Rail and water; shipment moving via; 
; oe 

wasea, conflict in, resulting from failure 
to cancel effective tariff by subse- 
quently filed tariff; p. 1468. 

Reasonable route; longer and indirect 
route not so; p. 527. 

Reconsignment of coal after arrival at 
billed destination; p. 1016. 

Reconsigning rule, transcontinental, for 
fresh fruit, etc.; p. 1074. g 

Reparation based on lower rate via 
competing line; p. 1135. ’ 

Route and rate in bill of lading con- 


flict; p. 1194. j ; 
Routing; local route ws. combination; p. 
1253. 
Routing instructions, carrier’s shipper 


accepting; p. 424. - ; 
Routing; official guide not authoritative; 
p. 39. 

Routing of shipments; p. 104. 
Shortage, loading new cars in times of; 
p. 269. : 
Split shipments; refusal of agent to is- 

sue C. L. bills of lading; p. 950. 
Split shipments; refusal to issue C. L. 
bills of lading; p. 583. ; 
Split shipments; refusal of agent to is- 
sue C. L. bills of lading; p. 527. 

Switching, when two small cars are fur- 
nished in lieu of larger car ordered; p. 
1467. 

Switching charge, absorption of, on L. 
Cc. L. shipment; p. 1467. } 
Tank cars; shipper required to furnish; 
p. 1428. ee z 

Tariff provisions; conflicting; p. 815. 

Through rates vs. combination export 
rates; p. 160. : 

Through rate the legal rate; p. 475. 

Through rate exceeding sum of interme- 
diates; p. 527. . 

Trap or ferry car defined; p. 753. 

Undercharge, liability for; p. 753. 

Weighing cars on private scales; p. 
221. 

Weighing; charges on car not weighed; 
. 13. 

wasters Classification; carload rate and 
minimum weight, maximum charge on 
L. C. L. shipment; p. 1373. 


Hemp fiber; Glencoe Lime & Cement Co. 
vs. P. M. S. S. Co. et al.; see decisions 
of I. ©. C.s mp... 128. 

Hichborn, G. F.; relief of pier and truck 
congestion of lower Manhattan; p. 825. 

Hines, Walker D.; address on business 
aspects of railroad problem; p. 263._ 

Hobbs, O. H.:; supervisor refrigeration, 
B. & O.; p.°272. . 

Hodgdon, Wm.; address on_ railroad 
freight rates to Mansfield Chamber of 
Commerce; p. 513. 

Hodgdon, Wm.; traffic manager Pa. lines 
west of Pittsburgh; p. 161. 

Hopper, C. B.; president Chicago Traffic 
Club; p. 694. 

Hopkins, J. L.; communication on the 
Pomerene law; p. 945. . ‘ 

Hopkins, A. L.; joins staff of chief coun- 

sel Folk; p. 754. 

Horses; Healy & Towle vs. C. & N. W. et 
al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 395. 
Hosiery; Burson Knitting Co. et al. vs. 
Cc. M. & G. et al.; see decisions of I. 

Cc. C.: pw. S47. 


Household goods, shipping; by W. M. 
Taylor; p. 418. 
Household goods; how to ship; p. 213. 


Hylander, C. G.; handling claims and 
keeping claim records; p. 805. 

Illinois passenger fare case; pp. 150, 452, 
968, 1193, 1247, 1377, 1412, 1451. See also 
editorial. 








INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD—JANUARY-JUNE, 1917 17 








Implements, export rates on; National 
lmplement & Vehicle Assn. of U. S. et 
al. vs. B. & O. et al.; see decisions of 
z. Ces Be SB. 

Industrial. Railways; case 4181; Ouasco 
River Railroad a common _ carrier; 
tentative report of I. C. C.; p. 877. 

oe complaints; rule as to filing; p. 

Iron and steel, export; see 
C. C. decisions; p. 297. 

Iron and steel export and domestic rates; 
pp. 280, 313, 475, 690, 776. 

Iron ore rates; pp. 40, 95, 277, 306, 312, 
392, 526, 884, 922, 977 (decision of I. C. 
C. in iron ore rate cases), 1060, 1298. 

Jerome, F. R.; director Traffic Bureau of 
Associated Industries, Central Manu- 
facturing District; p. 327 

Johnson, E. H.; how to increase car effi- 
ciency; p. 1255. 

Johnston, J. H.; 
aminer; p. 151. 

Johnston, J. H.; communication on re- 
gional commissions; p. 418. 

Kanotex case; pp. 816, 884. 

Kealhofer, H. S.; secy. & t. m.-Columbia 
(S. C.) Chamber of Commerce; p. 369. 

Kennan, E. T.; supt. of car service, 
Penna. Lines west of Pittsburgh, etc.; 
Dp. 2. 

Kern, Rudolph: traffic manager U. S. 
Radiator Corporation; p. 694. 


“Export,” I. 


the function of an ex- 


Kinander, E. W.; traffic manager A. 
Knapp & Co., Ine.; p. 1013. 
Kluever, Edwin; asst. general freight 


ast. . J.C. @& St. in3 wp. DER 

Koch, J. J.: freight traffic manager Pa. 
Lines west of Pittsburgh; p. 162. 

La Follette seaman’s law; p. 188. 

Lake, R. L.; co-operative purchasing and 
traffic supervision; p. 1465. 

Lake and rail routes; Canada Atlantic 
Lite ~ ag Co.; see decisions of I. C. C.; 
= 

Law and the traffic schools; communica- 
tion from College of Interstate Com- 
merce; p. 43. 

Law, the layman and; by T. J. Mc- 
Laughlin; p. 824. 

Law schools and traffic; by J. D. 
aa, p. 151; by J. P. Byrne, p. 

Leases to shippers; p. 168. 

Lee, Blewett; article on legal protection 
from general railroad strike; p. 569. 


LEGAL DEPARTMENT. 


Address in bill of lading conflicting 
with package marks; p. 686 

Average agreement; applies to one road 
and station only; p. 99 


Barge line a common carrier, 
p. 879. 

Bills of lading, two, covering one ship- 
ment; p. 811. 

oe: time within which to file; p. 

Claims; place for filing; p. 1066. 

Claims, filing, no bill of lading issued; 
p. 1065. 

Claims, place for filing; p. 811. 

Consignee as agent; when liable for 
freight; p. 33. 

Consignee refusing to receive 
machine; p. 750. 

Cummins amendment; 
under; p. 1250. 

Cummins amendment, measure of dam- 
ages under; p. 880. . 

Cummins amendment, values declared 
under; p. 470. 


Damage claims, conditions for institut- 
ing; p. 158. 
Damaged shipments; 
of remedies; p. 1464. 
Damages, measure of, 
partly damaged; p. 1464. 
—" in warehouse not insured; p. 
Damages, measure of, to property pur- 


when; 


injured 


declared value 


shipper’s election 


in shipments 


chased for future delivery; p. 1372. 
Damages; measure of, in shipments 

confiscated by carrier; p. 1317. 
Damages for delay; p. 1133. 


Damages in repairing shipment; p. 573. 

Damages in F. O. B. destination ship- 
ments; p. 521. 

Damages, place of shipment; p. 521. 

Damages, measure of, in delayed ship- 
ments; p. 471. 

Damages in delayed shipments by ex- 
press: p. 470. 

Damages, measure of, in shipments for 
future delivery; p. 470. 

Damages in delayed shipment; p. 420. 

Damages for deviation from agreed 
route; p. 366. 

Damages, measure of, in shipments for 
future delivery; p. 217. 
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Damages, measure of, in shipments for 
future delivery; p. 158. 
Damages, measure of, 
shipment: p. 33. 
ees through insecure packing; p. 
Defective cars selected by shipper; p. 
1372. 
Delay in perishables on account of con- 
gestion; p. 749. 
Delay in perishables account conges- 
tion; p. 812. 
at :  eaaanena special damages in; 
p.. 1317. 
Delayed shipments; value at original 
destination point governs; p. 1066. 
— shipment frozen in transit; p. 
8 

Delivery; carrier should make at spe- 
cified place; p. 1015. 

Delivery account traffic congestion; p. 
$11, 

Delivery at non-agency station; p. 631. 

Delivery from private siding; p. 574. 

Demurrage, persons liable for; p. 1185. 

Demurrage; persons liable for; p. 1465. 

Duplicate shipment; measure of dam- 
ages in; p. 1134. 

Iuplicate shipments: 
ages in; p. 812. 

Embargo against shipments partly un- 
loaded; p. 315. 

Embargo; special damages through; p. 
574. 

Kimbargoed lines; earrier 
shipment via; p. 685. 

Embargoed sh.pments, delays in; p. 99. 

Exchange, retes cf. for freight charges 
on imports; p. 749. 

Express Co.’s notice of arrival; p. 1317. 

Freezing; injury to shipment by; p. 
1423. 
Intrastate carrier 
traffic; p. 1423 
Jus disponendi F. O. B. 
157. 

Liability, carrier’s, after cars construc- 
tively placed; p. 1250. 

Liability for unauthorized returned ship- 
ment; p. 1250. 

Liability of carrier for defective car 
after delivery of goods; p. 1015. 

Liability of carrier for wrong delivery; 
p. 749. 

Liability of carrier ends with delivery; 
p. 631. 
Liability of carrier for defect in leased 
shipment; p. 367. 
Liability for freight; 
by shipment; p. 366. 
Liability of carriers; when it begins; p. 
157. 

Loading, improper; p. 265. 

Loss, time to bring suit for; p. 217. 

Loss. proof of; p. 265. 

Loss, proof of; p. 420. 

Loss: carrer not lable for after deliv- 
ery; p. 521. 

Lost shipments, damages in; p. 157. 

Lost or delayed shipments; presump- 
tion in; p. 574. 

Lost shipment; unearned freight on; p. 
685. 

Lovt shipments; 
1318. 

Middleman; measure of damages _ to 
shipments invoiced through; p. 1423. 

Middleman; measure of damages _ in 
shipments purchased through; p. 749. 

Misrouting; shipper’s defense to under- 
charges on account of; p. 940. 

Notice in express shipments; p. 158 

Notice to shipper of change in rate; p. 
1185. 

Order bill of lading lost; p. 522. 


in reconsigned 


measure of dam- 


accepting 


moving interstate 


shipments; p. 


person benefiting 


burden of proof in; p. 


Order consignment; deliver y of goods 
under; p. 314. ; 
Order consignment; ownership of; p. 


vee. 


Overcharges, interest on; p. 1422. 

Ownership of F. O. B. shipments; p. 
1185. 

Ownership of F. O. B. shipment; p. 1016. 

Ownership of order consignments; p. 
314. 

Packing, improper; p. 266. 

Passenger trains stopping at county 
seats: p. 265. 

Perishables, delay in shipments of; p. 
878. 

Policing goods loaded on cars; p. 217. 

Prepaid station, delivery at; p. 34. 

Private tracks, delivery on; p. 879. 

Process, service of, in interstate com- 
merce; p. 632. 

Rate, lawful, is one via route shipment 
moved; p. 1015. 


Reconsigned shipments; measure of 
damages in; p. 940. 
Reconsigned shinments; measure of 


damage in; p. 686. 


Liquor; 


Live stock rates, 


Loading of L. C. L. freight; 


Logs; 


Reconsigned shipment unloaded at hold- 
ing point; p. 686 

Reconsigned shipments; 
damages in; p. 1133. 

Released values on household goods; p. 
1133. 

Responsibility where goods move over 
several connecting lines; p. 1251. 

Return of foreign cars to owners; p. 
631. 

Returned shipments, 
1186. 

Returned shipments, rates on; p. 33. 

Route and rate conflicting; p. 157. 
Routing instructions, shipper to water 
earrier; p. 940. 

Shipments at owner’s risk; p. 314. 

Suit for loss, time to bring; p. 367. 

Surtax, measuring of; p. 1372. 

Switching line, duty of, to furnish cars; 
p. 419. 

Telegraph company; liability for error 
in transmission; p. 941. 

Value not stated; rate applicable to 
shipment; p. 1065. 

Warehouseman engaged in transporta- 
tion, liability of; p. 218. 

Weight, loss of, in grain shipments; p. 
1464. 


measure of 


free rate on; DP. 


shipment of under Webb-Kenyon 
act decision; p. 268. 

Missouri; tentative re- 
port in case of Dimmitt-Caudle-Smith 
Live Stock Commission Co. vs. C. B. & 
G. of.ab; p.. R087. 


Loading, heavier. of cars; by J. F. Town- 


send; p. 577. 

by J. Z. 
Roraback; p. 1420. 

McLean Lumber Co. et al. vs. A. 
B. & A. et al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; 


p. 16. 


LOSS AND DAMAGE DECISIONS. 


Abell vs. A. T. & S. F. (Kan.); p. 1184. 

Abramson-Boom Produce Co. vs. N. C. 
& St. L. (Ala.); p. 813. 

Adam, Frank, Co. vs. Orpheum Theater 
Co. et al. (Mo.); p. 1134. 

Allen et al. vs. Ft. Worth & D. C. 


(Tex.); pp. 36, 37. 

American Express Co. vs. Duncan 
(Tex.); p. 1012. 

Andrews vs. Roberts et al. (Tex.); pp 
750, 751. 

Aradaiou e N. VN. EB. € . RK. 
(Mass.): 35. 36. 

Atkinson Pg MeDonaid Co. vs. Ill. Cent. 
(Miss ): p. 1064. 

Atterbury vs. Ft. W. & D. C. (Tex.); 
p. 363. e 

Avev et al. vs. Southern (Ky.); pp. 523, 
524. 

Baird vs. D. & R. G. (Utah); p. 474. 

Baird vs. D. & R. G. (Utah); p. 422. 


Baker vs. Bush (Mo.); p. 1463. 

Bauer vs. Tll. Cent. (Miss ); p. 1463. 
Beckwith vs. A. C. L. (Fla.); p. 362. 
Beggs et al. vs. N. Y. C. (N. Y.); p. 267. 
Felkn’p vs. B. & O. (W. Va.); vb. 813. 


Be"! vs. Panhandle & S. F. (Tex.); p. 
155. 

Bennett vs. Missouri Pacific (Kan.); 
1418. 


Bers et al. vs. Erie (N. Y.); p. 524. 

Blackmer & Post Pipe Co. vs. M. & O. 
(Mo ); p. 363. 

Blackwell vs. Oregon Short Line et al. 
(Oregon); p. 219. 

Boston & Maine vs. Oceanic Steamship 
Nav. Co. (Mass.); p. 14638. 

Brackin et al. vs. H. Ye. & W. T. (Tex.); 
pp. 575. 576. 

Brightwell vs. C. R. I. & P. (Okla.); p 
472. : 

Brooklyn Eastern District Terminal vs. 
C. of N. J. (N. Y.); p. 422. 

Buel, Pryor & Daniel vs. St. L.-S. F. 
(Okla.); p. 882. 

Bush vs. Altschul (Ark.); pp. 1012; 1013. 

Cedar Rapids Fuel Co. vs. IIl. ’ Gent. 


(Ia.); p. 154. . 
Cherokee Sawmill Co. vs. N. C. & St. L. 


(Ga.); p. 882. 
vs. Mo. K. & T. (Okla.); 


Chowning et al. 
. 634. 

Collier vs. Wabash et al. (Mo.); p. 362. 

Consumers’ Coal Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. 
(Ark.); p. 938. 

Continental Paper Bag Co. Vs. 
Central (Maine); p. 100. 

Cunningham Commission Co. vs. C. R. 
I. & P. (Ark.); p. 687. 

Davis vs. Prescott & N. W. (Ark.); p. 
473. 

Dae Bros. vs. C. B. & Q. (Kan.); p. 
137 


Dean vs. Southern (S. C.); p. 1064. 
De Loach et al. vs. Southern @. €); 


p. 35 


Maine 
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(Tex.); 


p. 1248. 
Dobbins vs. D. L. & W. (N. Y.); p. 880. 


Derden vs. H. & T. C. 


Dodge & Dent Mfg. Co. vs. P. R. R. 
(N. Y.); pp. 315, 316. 
a vs. A. T. & S. 2. Cian): p 
4. 
Eatonton Lumber Co. vs. C. of Ga. 


(Ga.); p. 939. 


, Zlliott vs. C. M. & St. P. JS. “ p. 576. 


Enterprise Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. vo L 


(Ala.); pp. 750, 751. 
Equity Elevator Co. vs. U. P. (Mo.); pp. 
633, 634 


Exposition Cotton Mills vs. W. & A. 
(Ga.); p. 154. 

Ezell vs. Midland Valiey (Okla.); p. 422. 

Finkelstein vs. Barrett (N. Y.); p. 1371. 

First National Bank of Allegan vs. G. 
R. & I. (Mich.); pp. 937, 938. 

Fish vs. 8. A. L. (N. ¥.); p. 688. 


— & Fisher vs. N. S. (N. C.); p. 

87. 

Georgia ey Co. ve. C.. of-Ga. 1Ga.); 
pp. 938, 939. 


Greenberg et al. vs. Rapid Delivery Ex- 
press Co. (N. Y.); p. 524. 

a % i... & Co. va N. 8: C&. C.): 
p. q 

Hamilton Mill & Elevator Co. vs. S. N. 
& S. T. (Tex.); p. 36. 

Harman vs. Southern (S. C.); p. 267. 

Marp vs. P. & SB. F.. et al. (Tex.); pp. 
1012, 1013. 

Harris vs. N. S. (N. C.); p. 813. 

Harwood Barley Mfg. Co. vs. Ill. Cent. 
(La.); p. 880. 

Haskell vs. St. L.-S. F. (Okla.); p. 473. 

Heuman vs. M. H. Powers Co. (N. Y.); 


p. 316 


Higgins, Geo. B., & Co. vs. C. B. & Q. 
(Minn.); p. 421. 

Hill vs. M. & St. L. (Iowa); p. 688. 

Hollicke vs. Mo. Pac. (Kan.); p. 218. 


Holly Springs, Bank of, vs. N. ¥. C. & 
H. R. (Miss.); p. 35. 

Hovey et al. vs. Kirby (Mass.); p. 37. 

Hubbard vs. Panhandle & S. F. et al. 
(Tex.); pp. 315, 316. 

James et al. vs. K. C. M. & O. of Tex. 


et al. (Tex.); p. 363. 
Johnson-Brown Co. vs. D. I. & W. 
(Fed. Ct.. Ga.); pp. 938, 939. 
Jones vs. C. of Ga. (Ga.): p. 154. 
Jones vs. G..H. & S. et al. (Tex.); p. 


1012. 

Jordan vs. C. & O. of Ind. (Ind.); p. 219. 

Keighley & Quinn vs. Lush et al (Mo.); 
p. 36. 

Kinsolving et al. vs. State Savings & 
Trust Co. (Mo.); p..266. 

Larkin Co. vs. N. Y. C. @ St. L. (N. 
¥.)~p. 421. 

Leach vs. B. & O. (Ky.); p. 473. 

Lusk et al. v™ M. K. & T. (Okla.); p. 
634. 

Lusk et al. vs. Long (Ark.); p. 688. 

McGovern vs. Ann Arbor (Wis.); p. 1371. 

McKie vs. G. C. & S. F. (Tex.); p. 523. 

McLaughlin, L. P., vs. C. & O. (U. S. 
Sup. Ct.); p. 662. 

McNeely, F. W., & Co. vs. L. S. & M. S. 
(Ind.); p. 1248. 

Meeder & Co. vs. S. A. L. (N. C.); pp. 
813, 814. 

Miller vs. Taylor (N. Y.); 1314. 

Miller vs. A. T. & S. F. &oio.); iP. 939. 

Miller & Vidor Lumber Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. (Tex.);. p. 689. 

Miller & White vs. St. L. S. W. of Tex. 
et al. (Tex.); pp. 315, 316. 

Montgomery & Co. vs. B. & O. (Ga.); 
p. 36. 

Moore vs. Duncan (Fed. Ct,); p. 422. 

Morris vs. Southern (Ga.); p. 938. - 

Morrison et al. vs. Panhandle & S. F. 


(Tex.); p. 422. 
Mudd vs. I. & G. N. (Tex.); p. 1419. 


Napoli vs. Erie (N. Y.); p. 1462. 

National Bank of Savannah vs. South- 
ern (S. C.); p. 1064. 

National Park Bank of N. Y. vs. L. & 
N. (Ala.); pp. 687, 688. 

Nelson vs. G. C. & S. F. et al. (Tex.); 
pp. 881, 882. 

Northwestern a a Milling Co. 
vs. C. B. & Q. (Minn.); 363. 


Oceania Canning Co. vs. "chee et al. 
(Mich.); p. 938. 

Oklahoma State Bank vs. Hicklin 
(Kan.); p. 1184. 

Olivit Bros. vs. P. R. R. (U. S. Sup 


Ct.); p. 1314. 
Osage Tie and Timber Co. vs. Gorg- 
ae Timber & Grain Co. (Mo.); P: 


ig gy a. vs. CC. B..T. & FB... kia 

p 

Parks et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. (Kan.): 
p. 1064. : : 

Parons Wagon Co. vs. Long Island (N. 
¥.¥2 p. Bet. 


s 














uth- 
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Parsons et al. vs. C. R. I. & P. (Okla.); 
p. 576. 
mn-24 t.. = Cee & 


— vs. 

Patterson & Roberts et al. vs. T. & N. 
O. (Tex.); p. 751. 

Pennington vs. G. T. W. (Ill.); p. 688. 

Peters vs. Fla. East Coast (Fla.); pp. 
153, 154. 

Peycke Bros. Com. Co. Vs. 
Co-Op. Co. (Mo.); p. 633. 

—— Co. ve. 2. & "M. V. (Mo.); 


p 
Porter vs. M. O. & G. R. comm): p. 473. 
Powell vs. S. A. L. (Ga.); p. 153 
Priddy et al. vs. C. I. & L. (Ind.); 

751. 


Sandstone 


Quincy & Rogers vs. C. H. & D. (Ga. bs 
473. 


p. 
Rawls et al. vs. A. C. L. (N. C.); Dp. 


687, 688. 

Reed vs. I. & G. (Tex.); 102. 
Richlands Brick Hoa! a etek Hard- 
ware Co. (W. Va.); 1462. 

Roberts et ar vs. H. & - ©. (Pex.}; p. 
1184. 

- ~— & G. I. vs. Des Moines Union 

Co. (lowa): p. 1418. 

Schuad. BB. B., Machinery Co. vs. St. L. 
lL M. & S. (Ark.); p. 1012. 

Seullin et al. vs. Eoff et al. (Ark.); p. 
422. 

Scullin et al. vs. Eoff et al. (Ark.); p 
474. 

Seattle First National Bank vs. Gidden; 


. 266. 

Pn vs. Lusk et al. (Mo.); p. 218. 

Shellabarger Elevator Co. vs. Ill. Cent. 
(Til.); p. 1462. 

Slider vs. Pere Marquette (Mich.); p. 
939. 

Smith vs. Ill. Cent. (Miss.); p. 1371. 

Spann vs. A. & V. (Miss.); p. 750. 

Stannard & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
(Kan.); p. 633. 

Starbird vs. St. L. IL M. & S. (U. S. 
Sup. Ct.); p. 1314. : 

Stewart Poultry Co. vs. Erie (Kan.); 
pp. 813, 814. P 

Stimpson, E B., Co. vs. C. B. & Q. (N. 
Y.); p. 1012. : 

Strommer vs. C. M. & St. P. (S. D.); 
pp. 575, 576. ; 

Sutherland vs. Texas-Mexican Ry. Co. 
(Tex.); - Ps .. 

Tate vs. (Ga.); 938. ‘ 

Teeter a _gouttiern xpress et al. (N. 
C:); pp. 3%, s 

Texas Packing Co. vs. G. C. & S. F. 
(U. S. Sup. Ct.); p._1371. 

Townsend vs. P. R. R. Co. (N. J.); 
1418. 

Tripp vs. M. C. (Fed. Ct.); p. 634. 

U. S. vs. P. & R. (Fed. Ct.); p. 576. 

Vaughn = a & S. F. et al. 
(Tex.); 

Vaughn an ‘> “& S. F. et al. (Tex.); p 
474. 

Victor Produce Co. vs. Western Transit 
Co. (Minn.); pp. 100, 101. € 

Victor Produce Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al. 
(Minn.); p. 35. : : 

Vittuci. John. Co. vs. Canadian Pacific 
(N. D.);_p. 750. ’ 

Wall vs. Northern Pacific (Mont.); p. 
219. - ' 

Waxelbaum Produce Co. vs. Southern 
(Ga.); pp. 153, 154. 

Whaley vs. C. R. I. & G. (Tex.); p. 316. 

Wichita Mill & Elevator Co. et al. vs. 
West Texas Nationa: Bank et al. 
(Tex.); p. 1370. 

Williams vs. L. & N. (Ala.); p. 362. 

Wilson vs. C. G. W. (Kan.); p. 218. 

Wood vs. N. O. & N. E. (Miss.): pv. 473. 

Yesbik vs. C. F. G. (Ga.); pp. 523, 524. 

Yesbik vs. Central of Ga. (Ga.); p. 1418. 

Zemurray vs. Y. & M. V. (Fed. oh); pp. 
688, 689. 

Zickafoos vs. St. L.-S. F. (Okla.); p. 
473. 


Lumber to Iowa points; see decisions of 
 c.. c.: 2. ae 

Lumber to ~—— ports; see decisions of 
. 6. cs 

Lumber (tap line principle); McGowan- 
Foshee Lumber Co. vs. F. A. & G. et 
al.; forest products from Falco, Ala.; 
see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 919. 
Lumber; New England Lumber Rates 

2); see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 


Lumber; Paducah Board of Trade et al. 
vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; see decisions of 
i. & €:: wp. Soe. 

Lumber and forest products; Cybur Lum- 
ber Co. et al. vs. N. O. & N. E. et al.: 
see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 658. 

Lumber increases suspended; p. 465. 

Lumber from Oklahoma; see decisions of 
:. ©. €: 2 Fe 


Lumber, southeastern; see decisions of I. 
Cm. ioe. 

Lumber; Cloninger vs. C. M. & St. P. et 
al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 16. 

— J. A.; errors of billing clerks; 


p. 

Mitbie, M. R.; resigns from advisory 
board of valuation division; p. 159. 

Marshall, Joe; supt. of claims, M. K. & 
T.. Bp. 945. 

Martin, L. R.; communication on reliev- 
ing car congestion; p. 42. 

Matthews, E. W.; communication on er- 
rors of billing clerks; p. 93. 

Matthews, S&S. C.; g. f. a, P. C. C. & St. 
is; p. 271. 
Mayo, H. M.; 
Club; p. 161. 
McAuliffe, Eugene; vice-president W. 

Kentucky ag Co.; p. 368. 
McCornack, W. E.; advocates more power 
for examiners; p. 461. 

McKeen, Benjamin: fifth vice-president 
Pa. Lines west of Pittsburgh; p. 161. 
McKellar, R. L.; foreign f. t. m. South- 

ern Ry.; p. 468. 
McLaughlin, T. J.; the Layman and the 
law; p. 824. 
MeNicholl, Charles; 
Traffic Club; p. 


president Houston Traffic 


een Pittsburgh 
9 


McPherson, B. C.; manager traffic dé- 


partment, Sun Co., Philadelphia; p. 943. 
Merchandise cars; communication from 
D. Pagenta; p. 365. 
Merchant marine; p. 841. 
ping Board. 
Merchant marine; 
commerce committee; p. 305. 
Miller, G. W.; communication on railroad 
efficiency; p. 461. 


See also Ship- 


report of chamber of 


MINOR COMMISSION ORDERS. 

Se: fourth section order 6453; 
p. 135. 

Armour Grain Co. vs. Mich. Cent. et al.; 
reparation; p. 475. 

Armour Grain Co. vs. Mich. Cent.; case 
8462; reparation; p. 482. 

Atlantic Refining Co. vs. P. R. BR. and 
gg & W.; case 8574; reparation; p. 
939 

Balfour Quarry Co. vs. Southern; case 
7663; reparation; p. 1258. 

Beall & Co. et al. vs. Oregon-Washing- 
ton R. R. & Nav. Co. et al.; case 
8072; reopened; p. 486. 

Beaver Valley Milling Co. et al. vs. A? 
t: £2.58. et al.; case 7809; wheat 
and coarse grain; p. 1474. 

Bekkedal, M. H., vs. C. St. P. M. & O. 
et al.; case 7545: reparation; p. 426. 
Champion Fiber Co. vs. Southern; case 

8356; report modified: p. 968. 

Cheek, C. T., & Sons et al. vs. Canadian 
Pacific et al.: case 5447; renaration 
awarded; p. 474. 

Chesapeake Bay S. S. 
opened; p. 220. 

Chicago Creosoting Co. vs 
et al.; reparation; p. 14: 5. 

Chicago Board of Trade vs 
Co. et al.; case 8695; 
p. 1378. 

Connors-Weyman Steel Co. vs. L. & N. 
et al.; case 8501; reparation; p. 695. 

Continental Coal Corporation vs. L. & 
N. et al.; case 8106; reopened; p. 934. 

Cruikshank & Robinson vs. P. R. R.; 
case 7649; reparation; p. 1258. 

Cudahy Packing Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 6764; reparation: p. 1258. 

Denver & Salt Lake; fourth section or- 
der 9244; p. 696. 

Denver Live Stock Committee vs. Iron 
Mountain et al.; case 8183; repara- 
tion; p. 482. 

Edwards & Bradford Lumber Co. vs. 
Ann Arbor et al.; case 8327; repara- 
tion: p. 1455. 

Eldred’ Mill Co. vs. C. N. et al.; case 
8564: effective date postponed; p. 482. 

Eldred Mill Co. vs. C. N. et al.; case 
8564: reopened; p. 512. 

Eldred Mill Co. vs. C. N. et al.; case 
8564: order modified; p. 630. 

Eldred Mill Co. vs. C. N. et al.; case 
8564; reopening order rescinded; p. 
1074. 

Export rates: supplemental orders in 
6566. 6580, 6590, 6601, 6602: authority 
granted to Old Dominion S. S. Co. to 
lower rates on less than statutory no- 
tice: p. 615. 

Gay Oil Co. vs. Mo. Pac.; 
reparation; p..475. 

Hale Halsell Grocery Co. vs. M. & F: 
et al.; case 8233; reopened; p. BiB. 

Hallack & Howard Lumber Co. vs. D.., 
& R. G. et al.: case 8224; reparation; 
p. 695. 

* Hartzell. G. W.. vs. C. I. & L. et al.; 
case 8256; reparation: p. 939. 


Lines case re- 
Cc. & Mm ft. 


.. V. Trans. 
case reopened; 


case 4131; 


Headlights on locomotives; rules 
amended; p. 1474. 

Henderson Commercial Club vs. IIL 
Cent.; case 7286; effective date post- 
poned; p. 274. 

Henderson Commercial Club vs. _ IIL 
ye et al.; Case 7286; order modified; 
p. . 

Henderson Commercial Club vs. IIL 
“> et al.; case 7286; order modified; 


pe en “. West vs. G. N. et al.; case 
8503, sub. 1; reparation; p. 1455. 

Hormel, G. a & Co. vs. C. G. W. et 
al.; case 7198; effective date changed; 


p. 698. 

Hormel, G. A., & Co. vs. C. WwW. et 
al.; case 7198; order modified: p. 806. 

Hubinger, J. C., Bros. Co. vs. A. T. & 
= F. et al.; case 7793; reparation; p. 
9. 

Hudson Motor Car Co. vs. M. C. et al.; 
case 8314; report amended; p. 92. 

Hygienic Ice Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 8567; reparation awarded; p. 286. 

Illinois Steel Co. vs. C. & N. W. and 
i & E.; case 8150; reparation; p. 

Illinois Steel Co. vs. C. & N. W. and 
E. J. & E.; case 8150; decision 
amended; p. 1258. 

Iowa & S. W. vs. C. B. &.Q.; 
order vacated; p. 758. 

Isbell, S. M., Co. vs. C. N. et al; case 
8566; order of Jan. 24 vacated; p. 512. 

King Elevator Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 8315; reopened; p. 1074. 

Knoxville Overall Co. vs. L. & N.; case 
8092; reparation; p. 426. ‘ 

La Crosse Chamber of Commerce et al. 
vs. Great Lakes Transit Corporation 
et al.; case 9347; p. 1474. 

La Crosse Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. 
Ann Arbor et al. and consolidated 
—— case 7897; order modified; p. 
474. 

Ladd, E. P., & Co. vs..Gould S. W. et 
al.; case 6126; reopened; p. 475. 

Lake and te cancellation, No. 2; I. and 
S. 799; 1474. 

Lindsay- Walker Co. and Virden & Luke 
Co. vs. C. B. & Q.; case 5982; repara- 
tion; p. 286. 

Locomotive inspection; 
p. 1474. 

Louisiana rates; I. and S. 1000; consoli- 
dated with 6390 and 7250 reopened 
cases; p. 358. 

Lumber to Iowa points; I. and S. 932; 
order modified; p. 1371. 

Lumber from Spirit Lake, Idaho; fourth 
section order 6457; order modified; p. 
939. 

Lumber from Spring Lake; fourth sec- 
tion order 6457; order modified; p. 814. 

Lumber from southwestern and Missis- 
sippi Valley territories; supplemental 
fourth section order 6315; effective 
dates postponed in applications 3749, 
2217, 1635, 4218, 4219, 2371, 2416, 4852, 
4858, 1951, 1952, 2045, 2043, 467, 623. 

Lumber, rates on, from southwestern 
and Mississippi Valley territories; re- 
hearing denied; p. 485. 

Major Stave Co. et al. vs. M. D. & G.; 
case 6758; reparation; p. 1258. 

Marietta Knitting Co. va. N. Cc. & Bt. 
L.; case 7342; reparation; p. 482. 

Marshall and Jefferson, Tex., vs. G. 

& S. A. et al.; case 7312; order to 
fied; p. 870. 

McCormick, C. R., vs. S. P. et al.; case 
7091; reopened; p. 1474. 

Memphis Freight Bureau vs. Iron Moun- 
tain et al.; case 6390; reopened; p. 358. 

Memphis, city of, va. C. BR. LL. & P. et 
al.; case 7304; order modified; p. 756. 

Michigan Hardwood Lumber Assn. vs. 
he Fa 7 F. et al.; case 2713; order 
annulled; p. 1378. 

Miller Bros. ve. St. L.- 
8078; reopened; p. 587. 

Minneapolis Civic and Commerce Assn. 
vs. Algoma Central et al.; case 6512; 
order of April 19, 1915; vacated; rail- 
lake-and-rail; pp. 738, 789. 

Morgantown & ‘Kingwood R. R. divisions 
of case 5860, revenues of carriers in 
Official Classification territory; re- 
opened for argument; p. 320. 

Mutual Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe et he case 
6846; interest on reparation; p. 320. 
Mutual Oil Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al; 

case 7849; reparation; p. 1258. 

National League of Commission Mer- 
chants of the U. S. and Titus Bros. 
vs. A. C. L. et al-; case 8129; repara- 
tion; p. 1258. 

Newport Mining Co. -. C. & N. W.s 
case 8309; reparation; p. 482. 

Nordstrom, E. A., vs. C. M. & St. PB 
et al.; case 6462; reparation; p. 426. 


case 5441; 


rules amended; 


S. F. et al.; case 
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Omaha Commercial Club vs. Anderson 
& Salina River et al.; case 3056; repa- 
ration; p. 482. 

Ore and concentrates; Oregon-Wash- 
ington R. R. & Nav. Co. ordered to 
establish rate from Seattle and Ta- 
coma to Kellogg and Wadner; p. 968. 

Paducah Board of Trade et al. vs. I. C. 


R. R. et al.; case 9130; order ex- 
tended; p. 1378. 

Paducah Board of Trade vs. Ill. Cent.; 
case 9130; effective date postponed; p. 


1474. 

Pardee, C., Works vs. C. R. R. of N. J. 
et al.; case 4743; order modified; p. 
354. 

Posting of tariffs; Freeo Valley; p. 156. 

Potato rate investigation ordered; p. 45. 

Potato investigation; case 9331; discon- 
tinued; p. 640. 

Providence “Fruit & Produce Exchange 
vs. American and Adams Express; 
case 6395; reparation; p. 286. 

Rawson-Works Lumber Co. vs. N. P. et 
al.; case 8343; reparation; p. 939. 

Released rates; Pacific & Idaho North- 
ern; order No. 3; pp. 968, 1031. 

Réleased rates; Western Classification 
territory; ores; p. 1031. 

Released rates; ores; Oregon-Washing- 
ton R. R. & Nav. Co.; order No. 2; 
pp. 968, 1031. 

Released rates; order showing informa- 
tion to be furnished in regard to rates 
other than on ordinary live stock; p. 
1132. 

Schlitz, Joseph, Brewing Co. vs. S. A. L. 
et al.; case 8747; reparation; p. 695. 
Seattle Chamber of Commerce Trans- 
portation Bureau vs. G. N. et al.; case 
8140; effective date changed: p. 377. 
Shreveport case; second supplemental 
fourth section orders in 5408, 5843, 
6114; effective dates postponed; p. 789. 
Shreveport Chamber of Commerce et al. 
vs. A. & V. et al.; case 7250; re- 

opened; p. 358. 

Southeastern rate adjustment; case 
9518; scope of inquiry widened; p. 873. 

Southern Ricé Growers’ Assn. et al. vs. 
T. & N. O. et al.; case 7591; order 
modified; p. 790. 

Southern Rice Growers’ Assn. et al. vs. 
T. & N. O. et al.; case 7591; reopened; 
p. 946. 

Sout? 
lantic sto 

Stone’s Express, Inc., vs. 
et al.; case 7244; through 
dered; p. 587. 

Stone’s apesen. Inc., vs. Ann Arbor et 
al.; case 7244; order of March 6 va- 


cated, etc. ; p. 1011. 

Swift & Co. vs. M. L. T. R. R. & S. S. 
Co.; case 7703; reparation; p. 939. 
Tapline case; Washington & Choctaw 
held to be a common carrier; p. 142. 
Tap line inquiry; case 9444; cane of in- 
vestigation as to Combs, Cass & East- 

ern; p. 286. 

Thane Lumber Co. et al. vs. Iron Moun- 

tain et al.; case 8259; order modified; 
> 1118. 

Trexler Lumber Co. vs. Southern et al.; 
case $422: report modified; p. 698. 

Tulsa Traffic Assn. vs. S. F. et al.; case 
7854 and fourth section orders 963 and 
1768; reopened; p. 327. 

Utah-Idaho Millers’ and Grain Dealers’ 
Assn. vs. D. & R. G. et al.; case 8441; 
reopened; p. 695. 

Utah-Idaho Millers’ and Grain Dealers’ 
Assn. vs. D. & R. G. et al.; case 8441; 
order modified; p. 756. 

Valley City Milling Co. vs. G. 
case 8736; reparation; p. 939. 

Van Dusen-Harrington Co. vs. C. M. & 
St. P. et al.; case 6902; reopened: p. 
474. 

Washington Public Service Commission 
vs. A. & V. et al.; case 8571; order 
modified; p. 802. 

Washington Public Service Commission 
vs. A. & V. et al.; case 8571; argu- 
ment on proposed reopening ordered; 
>». 136. 
wieihieaten Public Service Commission 
vs. A. & V. et al.; case 8571; effective 
date postponed; p. 156. 

Wash. West. Ry., joint rates with; TI. 
and |S. 193; effective date postponed; 

. oS. 

Washington Western Ry. joint rates; I. 
and S. 193; reopened; p. 377. 

Western Tie Manufacturing Assn. vs. 
Camas Prairie et al.; case 8085; order 
modified; p. 939. 

Western Pine Mfrs. Assn. vs. Camas 
Prairie et al.: case 8085; order modi- 
fed; p. 814. 


amship lines; p. 1186 
Ann Arbor 
routes or- 


-ern Pacific permitted to retain At-* 





Camas 
cor- 


Western Pine Mfrs. Assn. vs. 
Prairie et al.; case 8985; order 
rected; p. 934. 


MISCELLANEOUS TRAFFIC DECI- 


SIONS. 


Attorneys’ fees; 
(Kan.); p. 220. 
Car distribution; Stineman Coal 
ing Co. vs. P. R. R. Co.; p. 267. 
Carmack amendment; Shellabarger Ele- 
vator Co. vs. Ill. Cent. (Ill.); p. 1461. 
Carrier’s duty; Foster Lumber Co. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al. (Mo.); p. 1248. 
Cars; McDaniel Milling Co. vs. Mo. P. 
(Mo.); p. 632. 
Charges; State ex rel. Rhodes vs. Mis- 
souri Commission (Mo.); p. 1248. 
«Charges, excessive—interest; C. M. & 
St. P. vs. Honnel & Co. (Fed. Ct.); 


p. 1183. 
Charges; St. L., I. M. & S. vs. Clark 
(Ark.); p. 755. 


Andrews- vs. U. P. 


Min- 


Pressed Brick Co. 
Charges, excessive; S. P. Co. vs. Calif. 
Adjustment Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 472 
Charges; Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. B. & 
O. S. W. (St. Louis): p. 317. 

~~ aa Andrews vs. U. P. (Kan.); p 
20. 

Charges; Ann Arbor vs. Fellows et al. 
(Mich.); p. 37. 

Common carrier; Heurman vs. M. H. 
Powers Co. (N. Y.); p. 317. 


Common carrier; Osage Tie & Timber 
Co. vs. Gorg-Murphy Timber and 
Grain Co. (Mo.); p. 632. 

Confiscation: State ex rel. Rhodes vs. 
Missouri Commission (Mo.); p. 1248. 
Conflict of laws; Continental Paper Bag 
Co. vs. Maine Central (Maine); p. 102. 
Congress, powers of; Lowitz et al. vs. 
C., 8. F.. MM. & OC. Giinn.): p. S75. 
Congress; Aradalou vs. N. Y. N. H. & 

H. R. (Mass.); p. 37. 


Damages, action for; Minds et al. and 
Bulah Coal Co. vs. P. R. a and 
Harman vs. Southern (Pa. and 8S. C:); 
p. 267. 

Damages: Clark Bros. Coal Mining Co. 
vs. P. R. Co. (Pa.): p. 632. 

Delegated power; St. L., I. M. & S. vs. 
Clark Pressed Brick Co. (Ark.): p. 
755. se 

Demurrage; National Refining Co. vs. 
oa. i. tL. MBM. ae. (Ped. Ct.): p. 7. 

Demurrage: T. & O. C. -vs. C. & O. 
Coal and Coke Co. (W. Va.); p. 632. 

Demurrage: L. & N. vs. Kilby Car & 
Foundry Co. (Ala.); p. 1461. 

Demurrage, reciprocal; Sunderland Bros. 
Co. vs. Mo. Pac. (Neb.); p. 1249. 

Discrimination: Foster Lumber Co. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al. (Mo.); p. 1248. 

Discrimination; State ex rel. N. P. et al 
vs. Washington Commission (Wash.); 
p. 1064. 

Discrimination; C. of Ga. vs. 
et al. (Fed. Ct.): p. 575. 

Discrimination; S. P. Co. vs. Calif. 
justment Co. (Fed., Ct.); p. 472. 

Discrimination; Vandalia et al. vs. Pub- 
lic Service Commission (Ind); p. 155. 

Enjoining rates; 
et al. (Mich.); 

Estoppel; C. of Ga. vs. 
(Fed. Ct.): p. 575. 

Excessive rates; C. L. Merrick Co. vs. 
M., &t. P. &€ 6. 8. M. CO. D.): p. 38. 

Federal Courts; Foster Lumber Co. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al. (Mo.); p. 1248. 

Federal decisions; Lusk et al. vs. Long 
(Ark.); p. 756. 

Fourth section; S. P. Co. vs. Calif. Ad- 
justment Co. .(Fed. Ct.); p. 472. 

Interstate Commerce; C. R. I. & G. vs. 
Whaley (Tex.); p. 317. 

Interstate Commerce; N. W. 


Blount 
Ad- 


p. 37. 
Blount et al. 


Consoli- 
dated Milling Co. vs. C. B. & , 


(Minn.); p. 362. 

Interstate Commerce; Collier vs. 
bash et al. (Mo.); p. 362. 

Interstate Commerce; Prescott & N. W. 
vs. Davis (Ark.); p. 47 

Interstate Commerce; B. & O. vs. 
Leach (Ky.): p 

Interstate Commerce; state ex rel. C., 
M. & St. P. vs. Washington Commis- 
sion et al. (Wash.) p. 522. 

Interstate Commerce; state Commission 
of i. We. A, Ss. F. ot al.. Ci: 
p. 1183. 

Interstate Commerce C, of Ga. vs. Yes- 
bik; Shellabarger Elevator Co. vs. IIl. 
Cent.; G@ C. & S. F. et al. vs. Mathis 
et al. p. 1461. 

Interstate Commerce Act: Foster Lum- 
ber Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. (Mo.); 
p. 1248. 

I. C. C. orders; C. M. & St. P. vs. Hor- 
mel & Co. (Fed. Cie p. 1183. 


Wa- 





Ann Arbor vs. Fellows | 


I. C. C. order M, C. Kiser Co. et al. vs. 
C. of Ga. et al. (Ga.); p. 38. 

Interstate shipment; Easdale vs. A. T. 
& S. F. (Kan.) p. 1183. 

Interstate shipment; Colorado & S. vs. 
Bluneck (Colo.); p. 1064. 

Interstate shipment; A. T. & S. F. vs. 
Miller (Colo.); p. 1064. 

Jacoby, W. F., & Co. vs. P. R. Co.; 
cars (U. S. Sup. Ct.); p. 102. 

Judicial interference; St. L., IL M. & 
S. pt Clark Pressed Brick Co. (Ark.); 
p. 765. 

Legislation, federal; C. R. I. & P. vs. 
Paden et al. (Okla.); p. 522. 

Liability on contracts; what law gov- 
erns; Foster Lumber Co. vs. A., T. & 
S. F. et al. (Mo.); p. 1249. 

Miximum rates; Illinois Commission et 
al. vs. A. T. & S. F. (Ill.); p. 1183. 
Milling privileges; Priebe vs. Southern 

(Ala.); p. 1462. 

Northern Central R. R. vs. U. S. 
Ct.); p. 1370. : 

Orders of I. C. 
et al. vs. U. S. 


coal 


(Fed. 


C.; McLean Lumber Co. 
: (Dist. Ct., Tenn.); p 
at. 


Orders of I. C. C€.; state of S. D. ex 
rel. Caldwell et al. vs. American Ex- 
press (S. D.); p. 421. 

Overcharge; St. L., I. M. & S. vs. Ft. 
Smith & V. B. et al. (Ark.); p. 633. 

Overcharge; White vs. Delano et 
(Mo.): p. 633. 

Overcharges: W. L. Hall & Co. vs. 
S.et al. (N. C.): v. 756. 

Physical connection; N. Y. 
N Y. “ommission; p. 812. 

Published rate; Bush vs. 
(Ark.); p. 1184. 

Published rates; 
N. P. (Minn.); 


Rate fixing; 


Cole et 


Goodnow Coal Co. 
p. 1314 

state ex rel. 
Missouri Commission (Mo.); p. 1248. 
tates, power to fix; Illinois commission 
et al. vs. A= T. & 8S. F. et al. (HL); 
p. 1184. 

Rates; state ex rel. N. P. vs. Washing- 
ton commission (Wash.); p. 1065. 

Rates; Tripp vs. M. C. (Fed. Ct.); p. 


(Mo.);: 
McNabb 


Rhodes vs. 


White vs. Delano et al. 
St. LL. IL M. & S. vs. 

(Okla.); p. 523. 

Rates; State Railroad Commissioners vs. 
Fla. East Coast (Fla.); p. 155. 

Rates; Vandalia vs. State Commission 
(Ind.); p. 155. 

Reasonable rates; Illinois Commission 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. (Ill.); p. 1184. 

Regulation enforcement; State ex rel. 
C. M. & St. P. vs. Washington Com- 
mission et al. (Wash.); p. 522. 

Regulation of rates; people ex rel. N. Y. 
& N. S. Traction Co. vs. New York 
Commission (N. Y.): p. 267. 

Released rates; L. &-N. vs. Hobbs 
(Tenn.); p. 267. 


Side track; People ex rel. Erie vs. Pub- 
lic Service Commission, 2d _ district 
CM. -F.); p Bee: 

Sidetracks: Ochs Brick and Tile Co. vs. 
Cc. & N. W (Minn.); p. 362. 

Sonman Shaft Coal Co. vs. P. R. Co. 
(0. 3. Sup. Ct.): p.. 683. 

Special agents; A., T. & S. F. vs. Stan- 
nard & Co. (Kan. ): p. 633. 

State Commission; St. L., I. M. & S. 
(Ark.); p. 756. 

State commission; state ex rel. N. P. 
vs. Washington commission (Wash.); 


p. 1064. 
State law; state of S. D. ex rel. Cald- 
American Express et 


well et al. vs. 
p. 421. 
Cc é& Ewe. 


ss. {8.. D.}: 
Switch connections; 
state commission (Ind.); p. 156. 
Switching charges; Minneapolis Civic & 
Commerce Assn. vs. Great Northern 
(Minn.); p. 1370. 
—— Moore vs. Duncan (Fed. Ct.); 
p. 421. 
Valuation of property, Ann Arbor vs. 
Fellows et al. (Mich.); p. 38. 
Weighing; Shellabarger Elevator Co. vs. 
Til. Cent. (Ill.); p. 1462. 
Words and phrases; Ann Arbor vs. Fel- 
lows et al. (Mich.); p. 38. 


Misrouting of shipment; Taunton Dye 
Works and Bleacher Co. vs. N. Y. N. 
H. . H, et al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; 
mp. - 3% 

Molasses from Texas and Louisiana; see 
decisions of I. C. C.; p. 348. 

Morehouse, C. H.; general eastern freight 
agent, A. T. & S. F.; p. 164. 

Morris, R. H.; assistant general freight 
agent, Southern Ry. system; p. 273. 

National defense committee; see war. 
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National Industrial Traffic League; coop- 
erates with railroads in war operation; 
pp. 1246, 1311. 


National ‘Shippers’ conference; pp. 702, 
823, 868. See also editorial. 
New, York commutation fares; see de- 


eisions of I. C. C.; p. ° 

New York port adjustment; tentative re- 
~ port of Attorney-Examiner La Roe; p. 
1126. 

Nicholson, L.; general manager New Or- 
leans Joint Traffic Bureau; p. 326. 

Norman, L. M.; traffic manager L. J. Up- 
ton & Co., Ine.; p. 817. 

Norman, J. V.; comments on railroad 
efficiency editorial; p. 94. 

Norman, J. V.; advocates common own- 
ership of railroads; address to Traffic 
Club of Cincinnati Chamber of Com- 
merce; p. 413. 

Ocean transportation; cost of;, p. 343. 

Official classification; docket of hearings 
before the committee; pp. 616, 689, 999. 

Ogden, G. D.; address on railroad condi- 
— before Baltimore Traffic Club; p. 
476. 

Ore, advances on; p. 741, 991. 

Owasco River Railroad a common cCar- 
rier; tentative report of I. C.. C.; p. 
877. 

Owens, W. W.; second 
Southern Express; p. 1324 

Pagenta, D.; solution of car shortage 
problem; p. 365. . 

Paine, W. G.; vice-president and _ traffic 
manager, Spokane & Inland Empire, 
and assistant general freight and pas- 
senger agent S. P. & S.; p. 1192. 

Panama Canal; traffic in November, p. 
24; traffic in December and year, 1916, 
p. 361; January and 1916, p. 459; ton- 
nage for year at Cristobal, p. 808. 

Panama line, shipment via; Glencoe Lime 
and Cement Co. vs. P. M. S. S. Co. 
et al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 121. 

Pancoast, F. W.; relieving the Commis- 
sion, p. 417; Commission forcing up 
rates, p. 578; advanced freight rates, p. 
798: Bay State Milling Co. case, p. 877. 

Paper; Michigan Paper Mills Traffic Assn. 
et al. vs. A. & V. et al.; see decisions 
of. tf. €. C.s p. SOs. 

i tens fares, state and interstate; p. 
210. 

Passenger service economies; pp. 842, 
a 1070, 1179, 1247, 1257, 1307, 1342, 
ood. 

Passes; violations of anti-pass provisions 
of law; p. 1014. 

Payne, J. B.: a. f. t. m., T. & P.: p. 1131. 

Peanuts; tentative report on 9305, Fidelity 
Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. A. & V. et al.; 
p. 1138. 

Pearson, E. J.; 
as president N. 

Peddler car minimum; 
L.¢. €.c p. es. 

Pennsylvania commission coal decision; 


succeeds Howard Elliott 
Y. N. H. & H.; p. 944. 
see decisions of 


p. 599, 

a eee rate fixed at sixty cents; p. 

Perkins, E. J.; t. m. National Biscuit 
Co.; p. 1469. 

Permit system; N. Y. Hay Exchange 
Assn. vs. N. Y. C.; see decisions of I. 
C.. Cie p:- Fig. 


Petroleum to Kentucky stations; see de- 
cisions of I. C. C.; p. 3465. 

Phillips, A. D.; traffic manager Fisk Rub- 
ber Co.; p. 757. 

Pier and truck congestion of lower Man- 
hattan, by G. F. Hichborn; p. 825. 

Pig ge | La Crosse Shippers’ Assn. vs. 
C. B. & Q. et al.; fourth sect. aps. 458, 
542, 1548, 1952, 2045, 3965; see decisions 
of I. C. C.; p. 1161. 

Pig Iron; Low Moore Iron Co. of Va. 
et al. ‘. C. & O. et al.; see decisions 
of f.. &..€.: po Ot 

Pomerene law; communication by J. L. 
Hopkins; p. 945. 

Porch, E. R.; communication on free 
transportation; p. 693. 


Pou Itry and eggs; Hill Produce Co. vs. 
N. C. & St. L. et al.; see decisions of 
l. C. Cie p, 1284. 

Po: releite, "H. A.; a. f. t. m., Southern; p. 

Po well, T. C.; vice-president, Southern 
Ry. system; ’P. 326. 

Powell, T. C.; address on reasonable 


treight rates; p. 951. 
Px wa os Pap ‘t. m. Wilder Tanning Co.; 
_ ictice rules amended; p. 1186. 


rall, W. M.; communication on the 
‘ransportation problem; p. 43. 
Prices for railway fuel and_ supplies; 
‘‘ummins bill; pp. 1164, 1208, 1361. 


iority of shipments legislation; 1122, 
173, 1251, 1308, 1353, 1392, 1406, 1445. 
see also editorial. 


vice-president 


Private cars; demurrage on; see Supreme 
caars decision in Swift case; pp. 512, 

Private cars; statement of Wade Pilis on 
— Court tank cars case decision; 
p. ; 

Private sidings; p. 1031. 

Railway Business Association; promotes 
ogg efficiency as war aid; pp. 986, 


Railway Business Association; annual 
dinner and meeting; p. 143. 
Railway equipment; decreases in; p. 1075. 


Railway mail pay; pp. 328, 573, $45. 

Railway revenues; October ‘and four 
months; p. 120; November and five 
months; p. 262; for 1916, p. 364, p. 391; 
Dec. and six months, p. 460; January, 
p. 690; Dec., p. 628; February and two 
months, pp. 896, 993; March and three 
months, pp. 1193, 1256; April and four 
months, pp. 1463, 1473. 

Railway statistics for year ending June 
30, 1916; p. 1005. 

Rausch, C. C. ‘P.; 
Pacific; p. 1424. 

as G. B.; t. m. National Mfg. Co.3 Dp. 


Rebates; 
p. 1128. 
Reconsignment tariffs; pp. 49, 97, 174, 254, 
270, 440, 496, 552, 969, 1032, 1072, 1088, 


1470. 
Reconsignment; Cloninger vs. C. M. & St. 
3s 


+4 et al.; see decisions of I. C. 

Reconsigning; hay; R. P. Atwood & Co. 
vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; see decisions of 
iL. &- €.3-s, Fe 


Refrigeration; fruit refrigeration; see de- 

“ cisions of I. C. C.; p. 398. 

Refrigerator car service; Florida State 
Commission vs. Southern Express et 
al.; see_decisions of I. C. C.; p. 1289. 

Retrigeration in transit; A. B. C. System; 
Pp. 

Refrigeration; National Poultry, Butter 
and Egg Assn. vs. B. & O. S. W. et al.; 
see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 732. 

Regional commissions; p. 417. 

Regulation; congressional investigation 
of; pp. 45, 64, 143, 184, 543, 601, 678, 747, 
1110, 1127, 1182. See also editorial. 

Regulation, exclusive federal; pp. 263, 320, 
412, 1127, 1182. 

Reigel, -. 6.3 & 


a. f. t. m., Missouri 


indictments against railroads; 


g. f. a. Southern; p. 


Released rates order, No. 1; p. 748. 
Released rates, express; in re express 
rates, practices, 8 and revenues; 
see decisions of I. C. p. 860. 
Released express rates; $ G. Airy makes 
statement in connection with I. C. C. 
decision; p. 
Rice, S. D.; handling claims and keeping 
cleam records; p. 947. 
Rice ffom California; 
E. €. ©.3 @.. Bi. 
Rice from Texas; 
C.: mp. 308. 
Rice—milling in transit; Southern Rice 
Growers’ Assn. et al. vs. T. & N. O. et 
al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 395. 
Richmond switching charges; ‘Richmond 
Chamber of Commerce vs. ‘Ss. A. L. et 
al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 1103. 


see decisions of 


see decisions of I. C. 


Rolf, C. H.; traffic manager Edward G. 
Budd Mfg. Co.; p. 1013. 

Ronan, J. A.; Pp. "1073. 

a J. 7%; loading of 1. c. 1. freight; 
p. 1420. 


ae C. W.; international commissions; 

p. a 

Routes, through and joint rates; Iowa & 
Southwestern Vs. te & Q.; see de- 
cisions of I. C. C.; 20. 

ngs PO me? &. = f. - Illinois Central; 
Dd 

Safety appliance law; pp. 238, 479, 518. 

—s division of I. C. rom annual report; 


“Sailing days” for railroads; p. 1152. 

Salt cases, the northwestern; see de- 
cisions of I. C. C.; p. 1338. 

Sand; Kaw River Sand & Material Co. 

& S. F. et al.; see decisions 
of I. C. Cc; p. 126. 

Sanford, John B.; handling claims and 
keeping claim records; p p. 804. 

Schnitzer, G. E.; a. g. f. a. Rock Island- 
Frisco lines; p. 1013. 

arg E.; how to get in and get out; 
D. 


Security, railroad, owners organize; p. 
Senne, S. S.; question of a reasonable 


rate; x 1129. 
Shaw, E. H.; f. t. m. Southern; p. 371. 
Sheep; Swift & Co. vs. C. B. & Q.; see 

decisions of I. C. C.; p. 393. 

Shepherd, B. B.; divis ons via shortest 

routes; p. 1420. 
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Ship building, American; p. 209. 
Shipley, W.; g. f. a. Southern; p. 370. 


SHIPPING BOARD, THE U. S. 


Administrative ruling; certain Ameri- 
can ships forbidden to go to European 
and certain other ports; p. 407. 

Baker, B. N.; resignation; pp. 240, 259. 

Brent, Commissioner; views on fourth 
section transcontinental rate viola- 
tions; p. 561. 

Blacklists and bunkering agreements; 
Chairman Denman expresses disap- 
proval; p. 467. 

Changes in law considered; p. 407. 

Coastwise trade; board replies to criti- 
cism of its policy; p. 562. 

— alleging discrimination; p. 
06. . 

Congress fails to enact legislation; p, 
517. 

Denman elected chairman; p. 259. 

Eastern Shore of Va. Produce Exhtange 
vs. B. C. & A.; first formal complaint 
alleging unreasonable rates; pp. 517, 
808, 922, 1017, 1063. 

Ewmg, D. i3 appointed director of 
traffic; pp. 1152, 1254. 

German ships interned; p. 970. 

Halibut trade; order of Board interest- 
ing to transcontinental lines; p. 711. 

Hill, George A., Jr.; constructive criti- 
ciam on Shipping Board legislation; 
p. . 

Legislative plans and action; pp. 1003, 
1152, 1249, 1271, 1315, 1362, 1403. 

Merchant Marine; plans for increasing; 





p. 560. 

National Foreign Trade Convention de- 
scribes duty; p. 260. 

Ocean rates; control of; pp. 542, 1249. 

Panama Canal; attempt to restore coast 
to coast traffic; pp. 343, 359. 

Rates; first proceeding under rate regu- 
lation part of the law; complaint of 
ae: One against B. C. & A.; 
p 

Regulation of rates and practices of 
water carriers; work begins; p. 1401. 

Ship building plans; p. 613. 

Ship building controversy; p. 1402. 

Shipping Board members and outline 
of their work; p. 207. 

Stevens, Raymond B.; named to fill 
vacancy on board; pp. 318, 360. 613. 
Submarine blockade prevents attention 
to cea of rates and practices; 

Pp. \ 

Tariff regulations, 
gated; p. 1450. 
Trans Atlantic trade; coastwise ship- 
—, not to enter in wholesale way; 

p. a 

Transcontinental rates and water com- 
petition; p. 408. 

Transcontinental rates; views of Com- 
missioner Brent; p. i. 

U. S. Shipping Board Emergency Fleet 
Corporation formed; p. 874. 

Venture, gas motorboat; order forbid- 
ding its transfer to Canadian regis- 
try; p. 360. 

War prospect causes action; p. 360. 

War and the Shipping Board; work the 
ae has been called on to do; p. 

Wooden ships; pp. 807, 874, , 1004, 
1062, 1256, 1362, "1402, 1450 


tentative, promul- 


SHIPPING DECISIONS. 


Bill of lading; Ocean S. S. 
U. S. Steel Products Co. 
p. 1063. 

Burden of proof; Rosenwald vs. Oregon 
cae” Transportation Co. (Oregon); p. 

Charter; the Carlos (Calif.); p. 361. 

Charter, breach of; “vb aa Co. 
vs. Solari et al. (N. ¥ 

Charter; The Canadia Fed. & Shi 4 1419. 

Claim, notice of; Jamison vs. N. Y. & 

ee 3 Ss. Co. GN... Ys p. 1461. 

we ae Na ey N. 
Ss. S. eH 1461. 

Delay; The Canadia (Fed. ct.); p. 1419. 

Evidence; Rosenwald vs. Oregon City 
Transportation Co. (Oregon); p. 937. 

Freight charges; Ocean S. S. Co., Ltd. 
- Uz. a Steel Products Co. (Fed ct.); 


106 
Linbility, limited; Fields, G. W. (N. Y.); 


Dp. 
Liability, limitation of; 
Holmes (Fed. ct.); p. 
Limitation of liability; . a A vs. 
Oregon City Transportation Co. (Ore- 
gon); p. 7. 
Loss; The Arfillao (Fed. ct.); 1419. 
Loss of goods; Price et al. Rg South- 
ern (N. C.); p. 1183. 


Co., Ltd., vs. 
(Fed. ct.); 


tee vs. 
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Loss of goods; Rosenwald vs. Oregon 
car Transportation Co. (Oregon); p. 

Monopoly ; Thomsen & Co. vs. Cayser, 
a & Co. (Sup. Ct. of U. S.); p. 

Navigation, negligent; U. S. vs. North 
— Lloyd Cree.. ©... B: -B.b3 vp. 

Preserve goods; Osage Tie & Timber 
Co. vs. Gorg- warehy Timber & Grain 
Co. (Mo.); p. 

Rosenwald vs. +” City Transporta- 
tion Co. (Oregon); p. 937. 

U._S. vs. North German Lloyd (Fed. 
ct... N. Fs p. .987. 


Shober, J. B.; communication on inef- 
ficient car movement; p. 946. 

Shortage of equipment; by B. J. Drum- 
mond; p. 93. 

Shreveport case; pp. 280, 286, 295, 299 
(case reopened—see I. C. C. decisions, 
La. Commission vs. Aransas Harbor 
Terminal Ry. et al.), 525, 642, 789, 968. 

Shreveport situations and complaints; pp. 
276, 319, 1089 (report on case of Busi- 
ness Men’s League of St. Louis.vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.), 1272. See also Illi- 
nois passenger Case. 

Tammate, Gower: 4s. fa B. & Gs p. 


Siedle, E. G.; traffic manager Armstrong 
Cork Co.; p. 271L 

Slag question; p. 527. 

Small, Perry; communication on false 
claim indictments; p. 42. 

Smart, E. M.; asst. gen. counsel C. & 


Blai -; War transportation 
problem; p. 1357. 

Soap stock, cottonseed oil, etc.; Globe 
Soap Co. vs. Abilene & Southern et al.; 
see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 1340. 

Southeastern rate adjustment; p. 567. 

Southern Pacific boat line decision; state- 
ment by L. J. Spence; p. 550. 

Spotting; petition for seers in Florida 
East Coast case; p. 294. 

Spotting charge; Florida R. R. Commis- 
sioners vs. Florida East Coast; see de- 
cisions of I. C. C.; p. 191. 

Stafford, C. B.; manager traffic dept., 
Louisville Board of Trade; p. 326 

State commissions and I. C. C.; p. 166. 
See also editorial. 

7 one &s Cee. 
p. 4 

Storage charges, export grain; I. C. C. 
decision; see export; p. 185. 

Sugar; Drewes Sugar Co. et al. vs. S. P. 
et al.; parts of fourth sect. aps. 628 and 
677; see decisions of I. C. c+: 2ie 


SUPREME COURT DECISIONS. 


American Express Co. vs. U. S. Horse- 
shoe Co.; released valuation in ex- 
press receipt; p. 1230. 

Arkansas Commission vs. Boyle and St. 
L. & S. F. R. R. Co.; intrastate fares; 
p. 1233. 

Arkansas Commission vs. St. L. I. M. 
& §S.; reparation; pp. 1310, 1344. 

Arkansas intrastate fares; Arkansas 
Commission vs. Boyle and St. L. & S. 
FP. BR. BR. Co.; p. 1288. 

Bill of lading; Western Transit ~_ 
plaintiff «4 error, vs. A. C. Leslie & 
Co., Ltd.; 91. 

Blackwell, Elizabeth, ™ @&. A... Bas 
Georgia crossing regulations an undue 
burden on interstate commerce; pp. 
1325, 1346. 

~_ lines; Lehigh Valley case; pp. 696, 


75 

Carmack Amendment; Olivit Bros. vs. 
P. R. R.; p. 1314. 

Carmack amendment; Texas Packing 
Co. vs. G. C. & S. F.; p. 1371. 

Chatman vs. Norfolk Southern; liability 
< injury ‘to livestock caretaker; p. 

4 


Claim, notice of; Starbird vs. St. L. I. 
M. S.; p. 1314. 

Coal rates, intrastate; C. M. & St. P. 
Ry., plaintiff in error, vs. Illinois 
Public Utilities Commission; p. 90. 

Crossings; Georgia regulations an undue 
burden on interstate commerce; Eliza- 
oo Blackwell vs. S. A. L.; pp. 1325, 
1345. 

Demurrage on private cars; Swift & Co. 
vs. Hocking Valley; pp. 512, 550. 

Illinois Central vs. U. S. and I. C. C.; 
notice of Commission hearing not an 
order; p. 1231. 

Jacoby, W. F., & Co. vs. P. R. R. Co.; 
coal cars; p. 102. 

Lehigh Valley R. R. Co. vs. U. S. A. 
and I. C. C.; boat line case; pp. 696, 
756. 


Lehigh Valley R. R. Co. vs. U. S.; un- 
_ commission to ferwarders; p. 


Lehigh Valley vs. J. H. Barlow; switch- 
ing after receipt by consignee not in- 
terstate commerce; p. 1233. 

Liability for injury to livestock care- 
wales, <eatuntn vs. Norfolk Southern; 
Dd. 

Livestock contract; L. P. McLaughlin 
vs. C. & O.; p. 102. 

Mail, transportation * C. & A. and Y. 
& M. V. et al. vs. U. S. (Divisor case); 


- 135. 

McGrew Coal Co. vs. Missouri Pacific; 
— short haul law upheld; p. 

Mississippi Railroad Commission et al. 
vs. Mobile & Ohio; passenger train 
ooeeny in time of war; pp. 1307, 

Missouri short haul law upheld; McGrew 
Coal Co vs. Missouri Pacific; p. 1236. 

Nevada-California-Oregon Ry. vs. Jos. 
Burrus; state system of practice up- 
held; p. 1232. 

Notice of Commission hearing not an 
order; Ill. Cent. vs. U. S. and In- 
Lae Commerce Commission; p. 


Ocean carriers; monopoly; Thomsen & 
a Cayser, Irvine & Co. et al.; p. 

Olivit Bros. vs. P. R. R.; Carmack 
amendment; p. 1314. 

Oregon and California Ry. Co. et al. vs. 
U. S.; public land must be returned 
to U. S.; p. 896. 

Passenger train economy in war time; 
Mississippi Railroad Commission et al. 
vs. Mobile & Ohio; pp. 1307, 1342. 

Practice, state system of, upheld; Ne- 
vada-California-Oregon Ry. vs. Joseph 
Burrus; p. 1232. 

Private cars, demurrage on; Swift & 
Co. vs. Hocking Valley; pp. 512, 550. 

Released valuation in express receipt; 
American Express c wa. WU.” B. 
Horseshoe Co.; p. 1230. 

Reparation; Arkansas Commission et al. 
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January 6, 1917 Ree: THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Announcement 


The fifth annual volume of Motor Trucks of America 
. will be ready for distribution January fifteenth. 


To those connected with the Motor Truck industry, this 
_ work needs no introduction. Business men in other fields, 
however, may not know that MOTOR TRUCKS OF 
AMERICA is a hand-book of over 160 pages, containing pho- 
tographs and detailed specifications of the principal trucks made 
in the United States, furnished, checked and approved by the 
manufacturers themselves. It is therefore the one absolutely 
authentic survey of the American motor truck industry. 


With business in all parts of the country running full 
blast; with factories working day and night and additions being 
rushed to completion, never before has it been so necessary to 
speed up deliveries. Business men are therefore turning to the 
motor truck, with its greater strength, speed and endurance, to 
replace less efficient methods of transportation. 


MOTOR TRUCKS OF AMERICA has been com- 
piled to help such men select the truck best suited for their 
requirements. They will find it dependable, up-to-date and free 


from personal interest of motor truck salesmen. 


Our Truck Tire Department will send a copy, without 
charge, if requested on business letterhead. 


a 


THE B. F. GOODRICH COMPANY 
AKRON, OHIO: 


. 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper In writing to advertisers. 
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ELLS FARGO carried letters.and packages to and from the west coast Adv 
when not a foot of railroad extended west of the Missouri river. It a 
took months for staging from the most western point of civilization 
to the rich treasure hills of California. 
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Between the Missouri and the Pacific coast stretched 2,000 miles of bene! 
mountains and arid plains, inhabited by bands of roving Indians and mil- :. 
lions of buffalo. It was a trip which even an able-bodied man hesitated to <e 


b 
undertake. But Wells Fargo men never faltered. td 
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Today a shipment is delivered in San Francisco on the fifth morning 


after leaving New York. It travels by fast express trains—often faster bitin 
than passenger schedule. It is watched, guarded, expedited, in special cars estin; 
by special messengers. 5 pen i 
ing f 
: the s 
Then and now the human element characterized express service. wishe 
Wells Fargo service has been and is today a personal service. It is as prompt will | 
and efficient as it humanly can be. It is a transportation service that meets but v 
the needs of modern business. - 7 or pr 
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